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Project Title:  Whisper Creek Subdivision (South and adjacent to PFE Road, west of Cook Riolo
Road and cast of Walerga Road!)
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Due to the time limits mandated by State law, your response maust be sent at the earliest possible date, but
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1.0 NOTICE OF P&EPARAHGN_INFORMAHON SHEET - REVISED

PROQJECT TITLE:
Whisper Creck Subdivision (LIAGQ # 3799)

PROJECT LOCATION:

Placer (ounty, on the south side of PFE Road, between Walerga Road and Conk-Riole Road.
immediately north of the Sacramento/Placer County ling,

LEAD AGENCY AND ADDRESS:
tlacer County Flanning Departoment
11414 B Avenue

Auburn, CA 935603

CONTACT PERSON:

CGina Langford, Principal Planner
Flacer County Planning Department
Phone # (330) 886-3000

PROJECT DESCRIPTION: REVISED TO ELIMINATE THE PROPOSED DON JULIO ROADWAY
EXTEMNSION THROUGH PROJECT SITE,

Rezone of 60.6= acres and approval of a Tentalive Subdivision Map for development of a 104 lot
single-family residential subdivision with eight open space lots and one recrealion lot, including
attendant faatures of streets and utihiics.

PROJECT APPLICANT:

Towne Development of Sacramente, Tne.
775 Sunrise Avenue, Soite 270
Eoseville, CA 956461

Phone: 91H-782-2424

DECLARATION:

The Placer County Planning Department has determined that the above project may have a sipmificant

effect an the environment and therelore requires the preparation of an environmental unpact report

(:IR). The determunation iz based on the attached ininial study and the Jollowing findings:

al The project may deprade environmental guality. substantially reduce habitat, cause a wildlife
population to drop below seff-sustaining levels, reduce the number or restrict the range of special-
slalus species, or eliminate important cxamples of Califorma history or prehistory and/or;

b}  The project has the potential to achieve short-term, to the disadvantage of long-term,
eovironmental poals, and/ar;

¢} The project may have impacts that are individoally limited, but cumulatively considerable and/or;
d) The project may have cnvironmental effects that will cause substantial adverse cffects on human
beings, cither dircetly ar indireetly, andfor;
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¢) Lividenee exists Uat the project will have a negative or adverse effect on the covironment.

Written comuments shall be submitied no later than 30 days from the posting date.

Subuair compents regavding this NOP 1o:

Gina Langford

Placer Countly Planning Department
11414 B Avenue

Aubum, CA 95603

Or by c-mail to:

planning@dplacer.ca. rov



2.0 INTRODUCTION

2.1 INTRODUCTION AND REGULATORY GUIDANCE

This document is an Initial Study that provides notification of preparation of an Envirenmental
Impact Report (FIR) for the Whisper Creck Subdivision project. This Metice of Preparation {(NOP}
has been prepared in accordance with the California Environmental Quabity Act (CEQA). Public
Resources Code Scotion 21000 et seq., and the Stale CEQA Guidelines, 14 Califorma Code of
Regulations (CCR) Section 15000 ¢t sey,

An Imitial Study is conducted by a Lead Agency to determine if a project may have a significant
effeet on the environment (CEQA Guidelines Section 15063}, An EIR must be prepared il an Imitial
Study indicates that the propuscd project under review may huve 4 significant impact on the
environment, A Nepative Declaration may be propared instead, if the Lead Agency preparcs a written
statement describing the reasons why a proposed project would not have a significant effect on the
environment, and therefore does not require the preparation of an EIR.  Aceording w CEQA
Guidelines Section 15064, an EIR shall be prepared for a project subject to CEQA when the Initial
Study indicates there is substantial evidence, in Light of the whole record before the agency, that the
proposed project may have a significant ettect on the environment.

2.2 LEAD AGENCY

The Lead Agency is the public agency that has the principal responsibility for carrymg out or
approving a proposed project. CEQA Guidelines Section 15051 states that il 3 project will be camied
out by a non-govermmental person or entity, then the Lead Agency shall be the public agency with the
greatest responsibility for supervising or approving the project as a whole.  Placer County 1s
responsible for reviewing and approving this development and is therefore the T.ead Agency tor the
project.

2.3 PURPOSE AND DOCUMENT ORGANIZATION
‘The purpose of this Initial Study is 1o determing if the proposed Whisper Creek Subdivision project
may have a potentially significant 1mpact on the environment.

This document is divided into the lollowing sections:

1.0 Notice of Determination Information Sheet - project location, deseription
sutnmary and conlacts.

2.0 Imtraduction - provides an introduction and describes the purpose and organization of this
dosument.

3.0 Project Description - provides a detailed deseription of the proposed project including the
location of the project and applicable project figures and maps.

4.0 [Initial Study of Environmentaf Sctting, Environmental Impacts, and Determimation -
describes the environmental setting for cach of the environmental subject arcas, and evaluates a range

of impacts i response (o the environmental checklist. Impacts are ¢lassified as "no impact”, "less



than  significant”, "potennally significant unless mitigation 1s incorporuted”, or “potentially
sipruficant'’.

5.0 Report Preparation and References - identifies a list of staft and consultants responsible for
preparation of this document. This section also identifles the references used in preparation of the
Initial Study.

Appendix A — Initial Project Application and Major Subdivision Application
Appendix B — Environmental Impact Assessment Questionnaire (ETA) #3708)
Appendix C - Tentative Subdivision Map

2.4 TERMINOLOGY USED IN THIS DOCUMENT

The Environmental Checklist in this document utilizes the following terminclogy to describe the
varipus levels of significance asseciated with project related impacts:

Potentially Sigrificant Impact: An impact that may have a "substantial, or potentially substantial,
adverse change 1n any of the physical conditions within the area affected by the project” {CEQA
Cruidelines Section 15382); the existence of 2 potentially sigmificant impact requires the preparation
of an EIR with respect to such an impact,

Less Than Significant With Mitigation Incorporated: An impact that could be mitigated o a level
of less than significant with the addition of mitigation measures:

Less Than Significant Impact:  An imipact which is less than signiftcant and does not require the
implementation of mitigation measures; and

No Impact: Utilized Gor checklist items where the project will not have any impact and does not
reguire the implementatien of mitigation measures.

2.5 ADDITIONAL INFORMATION AND COMMENTING ON THIS NOTICE OF
PREPARATION

In order 1o obtain additional inlommation regarding this project, review studies or reports refereneed m
this report or comment an this document, pleass contact or send correspondence to:

Gina Langford

FPlacer Covnly Plunming Depantment
11414 B Avenue

Aubum, CA 95603

Or by e-rnail to:

planninggiplacer.ca. pov
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3.0 PROJECT DESCRIPTION - REVISED ({SEE ACCESS AND CIRCULATION)

3.1 ProIeCT LOCATION

The 6 +/- acre proposed project is located in southwestern Flacer County, The project s positioned
seuth and adjacent te PFE Road, west of Cook-Riole Road and cost of Walerga Road. The project site 1s
bound on the seuth by the Placer/Sacramenta County line.

3.2 SURROUNDING LAND USES AND SETTING

The project site is located in the Dy Creek West Placer Community Plan Arca. The Dry Creek West
Placer Community Plan land use designation for the project site and sumounding area 15 pnmanily low
density residential. The existing surrcunding land wses include medium density single family homes on
the south, rural residences and vacant land on the immediate weast with the Sabre Cwy mobile home park
Farther west, PFE Road to the north, and rural residences to the cast. The project sie is appraximately 1)
shaped. Existing parcels containing residential units and accessory struciures are siluated in a rmiddle area
that 15 not a part of the project.

3.3 PROJECT SITE

The project site consists of gently rolling terrain with ¢levations of 110 to 140 feet above sea level. The
western portion of the site consists of nor-native annual grassland, willow scrub riparian habitat, and
cphemeral swales and drainages. The center portion of the site consists of non-native annual grasses. a
seasonal wetiand swale and scattered trees, The castern portion of the site has an existing house, non-
native grassland, an abandoned almond orchard, and & seasonal wetland swale, Scattered trees on the site
include blue gum and blue cak, with riparian plants including willow species and Fremont cottonwoods
present in the western portien of the project site,

Soils on the site have been identified in the Soil Survey of Placer County, California, Western Part as
{146) Fiddyment loam, | 10 § percent slopes, { 147) Fiddyment-Kaseberg loams, 2 to 9 percent slopes, and
(194) Xeroftuvents, frequently flooded {U.S. Department of Agriculture, Soil Conservation Service
1980). There are 3.69 acres of wetland features on the site which consisi pnimarily of intermutient,
ephemeral and seasonal swales and drainages. These features run cast to west and also south to north on
the site. Some of the features are significantly influenced by storm water runoff from urban development
located south of the site. The site is located within the Dry Creck watershed and the drainage within the
wetland leatures on the site Mows northerly towards Dry Creek, which is located approximately 142 mle
north of the site,

3.4 BACKGROUND

The project is within the Dry Creek West Placer Community FPlan arca. The Dry Creck West Placer
Community was adopled by the Placer County Board of Supervisors an May 14, 19%),  The Community
Flan includes goals and policies perlaining o popalation and housing, land use, public services including
flood control, purks and recreasion, open space. cultural resources, and transportation and circulation.
The primary land use designation for the area south and gast of Dry Croek, ineluding the project sile, 15
low density residential, Uiz land use designation is assigned to assist in mecting the Community Plan's
population and housing goal to "provide housing to meet future necds. . anticipated wathin the plan arca
while ensuring consistency with existing land uses”. Additional general commuaity goals outlined 1n the

Community Plan include:
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v Provide an cffieent, sale and diverse transportation/circulation system;

* Ensure that the community and downstream communities are proeled aeainst flooding,
excessive storm-water run-off, and other natural hazards;

s Protect and enhance the character of the plan area in ways that are compatible willi the physical
and naniral features present in the community, and

*  Luocale development in arcas where urban services are readily available or can be made available
n o tmely fashion,

3.5 DESCRIPTION OF PROJECT - REVISED

The applicant proposes to develop a 104-1ot residential subdivision on Assessors Farcel Nos. 023-260-
an2, 006, 007 & (17, The project involves the subdivision of 60.6F/- acres inte 104 single family
residential lots, 8 open space pareels, | recrcational ot and i private strect lot. A total of 43.6 acres s
proposed for residential development, streets and associated infrastructure, 15.0 acres for open space and
1.97 acres will be dedicated to reereational uses,

The 14 residential lots range in size from 10.835 square feet to 27,297 square fect. The average iot size
is 13,876 square feet. Approximately one-half of the lots {534) are between 12.000 and 13,000 square fest

In size,

A portion of existing wetlands arcas situated on the project sile are proposcd to be preserved within areas
desirnated as open space Lots B I, G, § und T on the proposed Tentative Subdivision Map and are
propaosed o be separate lepal parcels to be owned and maintained by a Homeowners Asspoiation {and in
sume cases Placer County). Bacyele paths are planned to be rooted through open spuce lots A, B, [, and
G, A W Jol s proposed o be located on open space lot H and Lot F, wentificd as a recreation lot, is
propesed te include a picnic arca and horseshoe puts. Twao streels will access the project site from PFE
Road.

Reguired Project Approvaly - Revised

The project will require approval of a tentalive subdivision map and a zoning change. The site 15
currently zoned R-1-A-B-20 which permits up to 98 units to be built on the site. The proposed zoning is
R-1-A-B-20-PD. A Flanned Development (PD) s planned to allow for a4 more creative and Oexable wse
of the project site. For the purposes of the PD designation, the net buitdable area 1s 56.5 acres. Based on
a net buildable arca of 56.5 acres and the PTY designation for the base zoning which allows 2 units per
acre, up to 113 units are allowed to be constructed on the site. The actwal number of units proposed s 104
units which is a 9% increase m the number of enits allowed over the base zoning.

Placer Coanty proposes te eliminute the proposed Donm Julie Readway extension between the
Placer/Sacramento County line to PFE Road from the Community Plan. This roadway is currently
included fn the Dry Creeh/West Plucer Commiunity Plan, The County proposes an amendment ta the
Commienity Plan fo remove this section af roadway from the future planned circulation system. Thiy
proposed roadway I5 ol necessary ta serve the Whisper Creek Subdivision.

Public Facilities and Services

Fire and life safety services are proposed to be provided by Station 100 of the Placer County Fire
Department, Dry Creek Battalion, i cooperation wath the Californie Department of Forestry and Fire
Protection. The project site 15 situated withan the Bry Oreck Unificd and Rescwville High Schoaol District
and school services are expected to be provided by these respective school districts. The project will
likely be required (o annex 1o an cxisting Community Service Area for parks and the Placer County Parks
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Department will provide purk services to the project arca. in part with a proposed Communily Park
located on Walerga Road, south of Dry Creck,

Access and Circulation - Revised

The projeet site wonld e served by an nternal road syslem that provides aceess to the existing Placer
County road network.  The internal circulation system will akso provide aceess and circulation for
pedestrians and bieycles. A bicwele path is proposed to continue {rom Don Julio Boulevard in
Sacramento Counly along an existing 1007 SMUL easenent north to PFE Road. A sccond imernal
bicvele path is proposed to conneet to the heycle path in open space lot B and run m a northwestetly
direction through open space lot D and (G, Poimary access to the site will be from bwo connections to PIFE
Raad. Internal streets arc proposed to have a typical 42-foot wide section which wall include two 14-foot
wide driving lanes, two 3-toot concrete curb and gullers, a 4-foot planter strip and a 4-fool conerete
sidewalk on one side. Improvements (o PFE Road fronting the project site wall be metuded in the project.

Placer County proposes 1o eliminate the propesed Don Iulic Roadway extension between i
Pigcer/Sacramento County line to PFE Road fraom the Community Plan, Thix roadwiy is currenily
included in the Pry Creel/West Placer Conununity Plun. The County proposes an amendment to the
Community Planr to remove this section of roadway from the futire planned circalation system. This
proposed roadway i not mecessary to serve the Whisper Creek Subdivision,

The removal of this roadway from the Dry Crecl/West Placer Community Plaw will reduce the amonnt
of future traffic increuses from the Antelope area that uses PFE Road between Cook Riole Road and
Walcrpa Road. One of the jurents of this is to move through traffic to regional through routes such us
Walerpa Road and Antelope North Road. Removal of this roadway connection is consistent witlh vecent
actions taken by Sucramento County to remove funding for this roadway from the 2003-2004 Ameelope
Public Facilities Financing Plan.

Sanitary Sewer

Sanitary Sewer scrvice 15 proposed o be provided to the projeet by Plucer County Special Districts,
through the Roseville Regional Scwoer Facilitics Dhatrict. Eight-inch sanitary sewer lines are planned to
be rauted through the project's site internal road network. In order to connect (o sanitary sewer service i
will be necessary 1o annex 1o the existing sewer district and reimburse the Dry Creek Community
Facilities District {CFD) for its share of infrastructure costs. It will alse be necessary to connect to and/or
construct certain off-site mitastructure improvements. Proposed off-site improvements include extending
a proposed f-inch sanitary sewer from the western portion of the project site west along PFE Road to an
cxisting sewer main within the Morgan Creek project. A proposed B-inch sanitary sewer line on the
casterm portion of the project site will connect to a praposed sewer line in PFE read that wall be
vonstructed by others to serve the proposcd Willow Park subdivision immediately to the cast of the

Wwhisper Creck project.

Water

The project will be served by Cal-American Water, a private water service provider. Cal-American
contracts with the Placer County Water Apency {(PCW A} for reliable sources of potable water, Water
lines for the proposed project will be reuted along the proposed intermal street network and will connect to
and extend along its frontage an existing 16-inch water line that runs ¢ast from Pinchurst Deive to Morgan
Creek's easterm boundary along PFE Roal.
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3.6 PROJECT PURPOSE AND OBJECTIVES

The purpase of the project (s to provide low density single-family residential housing for Placer County's
growing population which 15 esumated by the Califorma Depanment of Finance to increase over 60%
between 2000 and 2020.

The abjectives of the proposed project inelude the following:
1. Increase housing supply in Westem Placer County:
2. Design a residential development that is conststent with the land use designations of the Mlacer
County General Plan and Dry Creek-West Placer Commumity Plan;
Preserve significant on-site natural resources including wetlands through project design; and
4. Finance and construct infrastructure improverments including roadway, sewer service, and water
SCIVICE Nocessary to suppoert development of the project.

Lt

3.7 PROIECT CONSTRUCTION

The project may be developed 1n multple phascs.

3.8 OTHER PROJECT APPROVALS

In addition to the approvals required by Placer County, the project may require approvals from the
following state and federal agencies:

U 5. army Corps of Engineers - Seclion 404 Clean Water Act permit

U5, Fish and Wildlite Service — Section 7 consultation

Federal Emerpgency Management Agency — Letter of Map Revision

California Regional Water Quality Control Board - Section 40 1Water Quality Certification
California Depattroent of Fish and Game - Streambed Alteration Agreement
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4.0 INImAL STUDY

In accordance with the poticies of the Placer Cotinty Board of Supervisors regarding implementation of the California

Fnvironmental Ouality Aot this docament constitutes the Initial Stidy enn the proposed praject. This iitiad Study provides the

heasis for the determination Whether the profect moy hinve a sismificant effect on the envivonene. If i determined that the
preveet meny herve a ségniffcant effece on the caviremment, an Evvironenial frpact Report will be prepared which foctives on
the coegrere of concern lenrified by this fnitiod Stedyv,

BACKGROUND

TITLE OF PROJECTT: Whisper Creek Subdivision (ETAQ-3799)

EVALUATION OF ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACTS:

A

A briel explanation 1s required for all answers except " No Impact”™ answers,

“Less than Sigmificant Impact” applies where the project’s impacts are negligible and do not require any
tikigation to reduce impacts,

"Potenually Signiftcant Unless Witigauon Incorporated” applies where the ncorporation of mitigation
measures has reduced an ¢tlect from “Potentially Significant Impact” 10 a "Less than Significant Impact.”
The County, as lead apency, must describe the mitigation measures, and bniefly explam how they reduce the
effect to a less-than-significant level (mitigation measures from Section [V, EARLIER ANALYSES, may be
cross-referenced).

"Potenually S1gnificant Impact” is appropriate if there 15 substantial ¢vidence that an effect is sipnificant. if
there are one or more "Potentially Sigmificant [mpact” entries when the detertnination is made, an FIR is
required,

All answers must take account of the entire action invelved, including off-site as well as on-site, curnulative
as well as project-level, indireet as well as direct, and construction as well as operational impacts [CEQA,
Section 15063 (ay (1)),

Earlier analyses may be used where, pursuant to the tieting, program EIR, or other CEQA process, an cifeot
has been adequately analyzed 1n an carlier EIR or Negative Declaration [Scetion 15063(c)3)(12)). Earlier
analyses are discussed it Scetton 1V at the end of the checklist.

References 1o mformation sources for potential impacts (e.g., general plans/community plans, zoning
ordinances) should be incorporated into the checklist. Reference to a previousty prepared or outside
document should include a reference to the pages or chapters where the statement is substantiated. A source
List should be attached, and other sources used. or mdividuals contacted, should be cited in the discussion,




4.1 LAND USE PLANNING

Would the proposal:

B Putentially
Eavironmental [ssues Significant
1.e%5 Than I . i
Sigrficant Ul.lnfrs.:. Ful:l:-jil:_:ﬂ]i}'
Ma lmpact i migation Sigaificam
mpact 1 )
ncorporated [l
a. Conflict with general plan‘community planfspecific plan ] ] ] B4
designation(s) of zoning, or policies contained within such
ptans?
b.  Coenflict with applicable environmental plans or policies [] " ) ]
adopted by responsibile agencies with jurisdiction over the
progect?
¢, Be incompatible with existing land uses in the vicinity? ] M (<] ]
d. Affect sgnculiural and ttmber resaurees or operations {¢.g.. (< ] ] ]
impacts 1o stls or farmlands and omber haevest plans, or
immpacts rom ncompatible land uses)y?
e.  Disrupt ar divide the physical arrangement of an established (<] [] [] M
community {including a low-mcome or minority
community}?
f. Reseltin a substantial alteration of the present or planned [] 4 ] L]

land use of an area”

Potential Impacts and Planned EIR Analysis

The proposed project will locate 104 sinple-family homes on 63 acres of currently undeveloped land. Probable
environmental tmpacts include compatibility with surrounding land uses comprised primarily of agniculwral, tural, and

suburhan development,

The Dry Creek/West Placer Comrmunity Plan includes a future extension ot Don Julio Boulevard from the Sacramento

County line to PFE Road. Fhepropesedalipnmentrunssoutito-north-trouph- this-project-site —_he applicant-isnot
preposmEteeensrmet- s eonneataralthough the proteetinchudesan—Irrevecable Offer of Dedication-bG-Do e umio
Blacor Courntyforarphtobvay thet eould aecommodate-the fotore-estenstor-of Pon Julie Boulevard The TOD aren
corresperdstothe plasred shenment ol Dorduho Rovleverd depicted-in-the Dy Creek M est Placer Cosvnunity-Plan.
‘\]m e&!eﬁ-ﬁhﬁ-g—[—}{ﬂﬂuhﬂ—ﬂﬁﬂ%ﬂ—h—mmeﬂﬂmhﬂ ~tarr|n'r|l.u1|t},r Plan—udﬂeh—rs—a—peteﬁha%b—&rg&ﬁwm—hﬁd—tm
aHernaive muboaton:

Pfacer {" ﬂun.t‘y prapn?ﬂ £ ehmumre r.F:.e prﬂpmﬂd Daw Julio Rﬂﬂdmﬂ_} ﬁ:rure exTeRsion .!:-erween the Placer/
Sucramento County line to PFE Road from the Community Plan. The County proposes an amendment to the

Community Plan to remove this section of roadway from the futnre planned circufation system. This propesed roadway |

ix not necessary to serve the Whisper Creek Subdivisian.
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The removal of this roadway from the Dry Creel/West Placer Commenity Plan is expecied to reduce the sotonnt of
traffic froo the Autelope area that uses PFE Road between Cook Rivlo Road and Walerga Road. One of the imtenrs of
the Plan amendment is to move through traffic to regional throngh routes such ay Walerga Road und Antetope North
Roud. Removal of this roadway connection Is consistent with recent acrions taken by Sacramento County to remove :
funding for this roadway from the 2003-2003 Anvelope Public Facilitics Fingncing Plan, i

, The Dry Creek/West Placer Community Plan includes alymments for future bikeways and tranls which run through the

i propased project site. The project's proposed bike trails will be evaluatled for consistency and compatibility with the
Communily Plan's proposed bikeways.

|

! The land use planning section of the EIR will include a description of the existing environment including existing and

| preposed land uses and will identily and summarize applicable poals and policics of the Placer County General Plan and

' the Ly Creek West Placer Community Plan, This section of the EIR will describe any potential conflicts with the Placer

' County Generai Plan and the Dry Creek West Placer Community Plan and will address potential inconsistencies with
applicable plans and pelicies of trustee and responsible agencies. Additicnally, the proposed project’s land use will be
reviewed to assess the compatibility of the project with sumrounding land uses.

4.2 POPULATION AND HOUSING

Would the proposal:
L, Pacentially
Eavironmettal Issues Sigmi firant
1455 Than Cnl P ol
. Significant nless ”Lﬁ.-'fm ¥
Nn Impact It L Milgation Ripnifcam
T Ineorparaled I st
a. Cumulatively exceed official regional or local population ] [ iJ ]
projections?
b.  Induce substaniial growth in an area enher directly or ] £x] ] ]
indireetly (e, through projects in an undeveloped area or
extension of major infrastructure)?
' . . . . . i
c.  Dhnsplace existing housmg, especially affordable housing? B [] L] {1 !

Foiential Impacis and Planned EIR Apalysis

The projeet 1s expected to have a less than significant impact relative 1o population projections and substantial growth
inducement. Thas seetion of the EIR wall discuss the projeet’s impact on regronal and local population projections and the
project’s direct and indirect growth inducing impacts.

4.3 GEOLOGIC PRCELEMS

Woukd the proposal result in or cxpose people 1o potential impacts involviog:
. Fulmtially
Environmental Tssges Sipruficant

Less Than N N N .

. Flnless EBotenbially

Sipmficam s o

Mo Impace = Muigation  Sagmifecam
Irmpace z
Ingorporaied Impact
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a.  Unstable canh conditions or changes in geclogic [] ] [ ]
subslructures?

b, Significant disruptions. displacements, compaction or 0 ]
overcrowding of the soil?

¢.  Substanual change in topography or ground surface relief ] B4 (] (]
features”

d.  The destruction, covering or modification of any unique ] ] [ (]

geologic or physical fealures?

¢, Any signilcant inerease in wind or water erosion of soils, 'l ] <] []
either on or off the site?

f.  Changes in deposition or erosion or changes in siltation [] [] | []
which may modify the channel of a niver, stream, or lake?

¢ Exposurc of people or property o geologie and L] ] < )
geomorphological {i.e. avalanches) hazards such as
carthquakes, landslides, mudslides, ground failure, or similar
hasards?

Potential Impacts amd Planned EIR Analysis

Development of the sie will require significant grading associated with construcoion of building pads, reads, drveways,
parking areas, and installation of dramage infrastructure, sewer and waler lines, and other utilitics, Build-out of the site
will vesult in the disterhance of approximately 45 acres {of a total of approximately 61 acres) and, according to the
applicant, the creation of impervious surfaces over approximately 35% of the site. Sl disturbance during construction
will increase the risk of wind and water erosion of smls. Natural drainages run through the project site, including
tributaries to Dry Creek. Any significant crosion and release of turbid runofT from the site could result i stliation of the
associated 100-year flood plams, reducing their capacity to carry storm flows durimg significant events. Therefore, the
project could have & number of signilicant impacts, unless appropriate mitigation 15 proposed.

A preliminary geotechmeal and suils analysis has been prepared for the progect. The analysis indicates that the site
contains expansive soils which could result in differential setiling that could damage structures and other site
improvements. Without proper mitigation, including appropriate engineering design and construction methods, this would
be a sigtificant unpact.

In addition to describing the project site’s geologic setting, this section of the EIR will discuss project-related impacts Lo
soil resources, As identefied in this Initial Swdy, grading and alteration of the ground surface associated with
development of the project may result in or expose peaple to potential impacts dug to unstable earth conditions, changes
in gealogic substructures, disruptions and changes in topography and may result moan increase in the patential for wind
and water crosion, shanges in deposition and ¢r siltation which may affect Dry Creck and potentially exposc people or
strueiures 1o geologic hazards. This section of the TIR will include proposed mitigation measures for sigruficant impacis,

- The existing geotechnical investigation will be utilized to identify existing realogic charactenistics of the project site. A
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| review ol this study will be performed to determine its adequacy in providing suilicient information, including feld

| reconnaissance, sub-surface imvestipation, and laboratory analysis, to make appropriate conclusions concerming the sile
conditions and the site's ability to support the proposed improvements. This review will include the report's adequacy tn
addressing soil erosion issues arising from the project’s construction and its comphance with the requirements of the
Placer County Urading, BErosion and Sediment Control Ordinance, The sotls myvestigation may need (o be revised duning
the FIR pracess to reflect final 1and development plans and to address the results of additional field testing (i needed) to
evaluate soils and geologic properties.  The EIR will also include a review of preliminary grading plans o be provided
i’ by the projeet applicant. The grading plans shall be prepared in conformance with the both the Placer County

i Environmental Review Ordinance and the Grading, Erosion and Sediment Control Ordinance.

4.4 WATER
Would the proposal result in: -
. Fobentiall

Environmental Issues Signiﬁcan};
sy Than .
igmificant Lhiless Potennally

Nolmpacl hisact Mizigation Sigmdigant g
e mpd Incorparated Inzpact
g, Changes in absorption tates, drainage paltems, or the rate and ] ] ] B

amount of surface runoff?

b.  Exposure of people o property to water related hazards such as
flooding?

c. Buscharge into surface waters or other aiterations of surface water
quality (e.g., temperature, dissolved oxygen, or turbidity)?

d. Changes in the amount of surface water m any water body”?

c.  Changes in currents, of the course of direction of water
movements?

f.  Change in the quantity of groundwater, either through direet
additions of withdrawals, or through interception of an agquifer by
culs or excavations, or through substantial loss of groendwater
recharge capabiliy?

M XRO OO
O OO0 OO0
O 00 K O
O O OK

. Altered direction or rate of flow of groundwater?
h. Impacts to groundwater guality?

1. Substantial reduction in the amount of groundwater otherwise
available for public water supplies?

KB KX K
0O O 000
O O 0 d
O 0O 0O O

1. Impacts (@ the watershed of important surface water resources,
including but not linruted to, Lake Tahos, Folsom Lake, Hell Hole
Reservoir, Rock Creek Reservoir, Sugar Pine Reservorr, French
Meadows Reservoir, Cormbie Lake, and Bolling Lake?

Potential Impacts and Planned EIR Analysis
!
The applivant propeses to develop a 104-lot subdivision on APN 023-260-002, -006, -007 & 017, Development of the

project will reguire construction of on-zite roadways, drainage infrastructure, cxtension of sewer and other utilities.
Build-out of the site would result in the disturbance of approximately 45 acres (of a total of approximately 61 acres) and.
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according to applicant, the creation of impervious surfaces over approximately 33% of the site.

The increase in impervious surface causcd by development of this preject will increase the peak flow and overal! volume
of runctf flow discharging trom the site during a storm event. A 1992 study ol the Dry Creck watershed wdentitied
regionat drainage deficiencics, floeding and water quality issues, and provided recommendations on milipating impacts
from new development. Based on the findings of the study, it appears that mitigations available for peak flow and volume
! reductions in other arcas of the County may not be possible in this location. Existing dramage crossmes of PFE Road and
. adjacent driveways have not been analyzed to determine what effect, if any. development of the project may have on
them, Any sipmificant ereston could result i siltation of the associated 100-year flood plains, which are considered to he
a critical resource, reducing the capacity to carry storm flows during significant events. Any impact this project may have
on the 100-year fload plain elevation of the tributaries to Diry Creek s expected (o be significant.

isturbance during construction will increase the risk of wind and waler crosion of soils. It is expected that stormwater
pollutanes typically generated from roadways and single family residences (such as, but not imited 10 oils, greases,
pesticides and herbacides) wall be present upon development of the project. Natural drainages run through the project site,
ineluding tributaries w Dry Creek, reducing the buffer between developed property and the natural drainage in the area. :
This will reduce the ability for such stenmwater pollutants to be removeditreated prior to discharge inte the natural
dramngges. For these reasons, the project could have significant inpacts on water quality in Dry Creek without appropriate
{ mitigalion in place.

Thus section of the EIR will include a description of the ¢xisting hydrologic setting for the project site. The site's
hydrology will be examined and analyzed. An cxisting drainage analysis will be peer reviewed to verify the accuruey of

i data and calculations regarding peak flows, volume, impacts on 100-year water surface ¢levations and floodplain limits,
and projeet related increases in surface runotf. The drainage analysis will also be reviewed for consistency with the
findimgs and recommendations of the April 1992 study for the Dry Creck Watershed (PCFC & WD and SCWA, Final
Report, Dry Creek Watershed Flood Control Plan}. Peer Review Comnients will be provided for review by Placer County
and inclusion into the Water/Hydrology section of the EiR.

Master Drainage Plan and study:

! The project applicant has provided a preliminary drainage report for the project. This report will be reviewed for
adequacy and compliance with the standards and requirements of the Placer County Stormwater Management Manual
(3WHM) and Land Development Manual (LDM), ‘To the extent possible, the applicant’s preliminary drainage report will
be used in the preparation of 3 "Preliminary Master Drainage Plan” as part of the EIR (o fully evaluate potential drainage
impacts The “Preliminary Master Drainage Plan™ and additional analysis will be the hasis of the Water/Hvdrology/Water
Cuality section of the ETR and will include discussion of the project's impact on the 100 vear flaod plain and to water
quality in the tributaries to Dry Creek. Impacts to adjacent property will be addressed. Evaluation of petential impacts
will include evaluation of post-development peak flows in caomparison to pre-development levels for the 2- through 100-
year storm events. The drainage study will include an assessment of the project’s potential to ageravate flooding

i downstream of the preject site including potential inereases in peak runoff discharge 1o Dry Creek, County's ripht-of-way
and drainage faciliies (bridees, culverts, and detention facilities). The analysis will evaluate the project’s compliance with
Placer County's SWMM and LDM.

Mitigation measures will be identified that address potentially stgnificant impacts to hydrology and water quality and will
identify any additional mitigation measures required that at a minimum include appropriate Placer County Sample
Conditiens typically identified as mutigation measures for similar projects.

II Specilically, the analysis will address:
|
I Hydrology:
The project 1s within the Dry Creek watershed and 1 subject to the criteria of the Dry Creek Master Plan, The area this
1 project falls within s the lower Dry Creek Watershed which is not required to construct onsite detention, but is required (o
| pay a fee owards regional detention improvements. Hydrology for the Billy Mitchell wibutary through Morgan Creek
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Master Plan study (HEC-1 files) would be modified per the propased project. Impact to flow rates will be quantified.

Hydbraclics:

The exasting HEC-RAS analysis of the extension of the Billy Mutchell tributary would be checked for the pre-project and
posi-project conditions aganst the project topography and grading plans. Flowrates developed in the hydrology analysis
would be utilized. Differences in the compuled results between the pre-project and post-project analysis will be
leompared. Information rom the Mead & Hunt analysis of the Westerly Buly Mitchell tributary would be verified and
utilized also.

Storm Drain Analysis:
A prehminary analysis of the proposed Storm drainapge system will be provided including optitmzed pipe size data per the
Macer County requirements. Capacity at downstreamn connection points will be verified.

Stonmwater (Quality:

The EIR will provide 3 summary of the Phase I Nanonal Pollutant Discharge Elimination System (NPDES) Best
Manapement Practice (BMP} measures which may be applicable to the project and indicate probable locations for the
improvements. Prelimmary sizing parameters will be provided if applicable. Both long and short term impacts to water
quality will be evaluated with a discussion of erosion, sedimentation and urban type contaminant impacts. Analysis will
include both qualitauve and gquantitative anzlysis of the performance of water quality mitigations. The discussion of
NPDES will include the incorporation of s many pollulion prevention BMPs as is teasible for the project for both
stormwater and non-stormwater discharges. The identification of BMPs fur waler quality impacts will be consistent with
the Califormia Stormwater Quality Association’s California Stommwater BMP ITandbook and the Regional Water Guality
Control Board standards and guidelines,

The information contained in the Prelimmary Master Drainage plan and analysis as described above will form the basis of
the Water/Hydrologmy!Water CGuality section of the ETR.,

4.5 AR QUALITY

Would the proposal:
. Patentall
Environmentat Issucs Signiﬁmn};
Less Than Inlane .
Signifrcant Unless Fotentially
M [t hlitigation Sgmdicant
Impact
) ) Incorparated lmpact |
; a. Violate any air quality standard or contribute to an existing (] ] X []
! or prajected air guality violation®? |
b, Expose sensthve receptors to pollutants? ] L} | 1
c.  lave the porential to merease localized carbon monoxide ] I [] |
levels at nearby interscctions in cxceedance of adopied
| slandards?
| . '
i d.  Create ohjectionable odors? x] H [] O]

Potential Tmpacts and Plaoned ETR Analysiy
|
! Thls project is located in the Sacramenta Valley Air Basin portion of Placer County. This arca is non-attainment for both
| the state and federal ozone standards and is non-sttainment for the state particulate matter standards. Based on the
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; cenducted 10 quantify the project s construction related and operational emissions.

“implemented. The appiicant can propose ather measures that achieve the satne emission reductions.

proposal. this projeet wall result in potentially significant shorl-term construction impacts and contribute substantially to |
Jong-term cumulative wir quality impacts. An air quality analysis utilizing the Urbemis software program will be

The shorl-term construction emissions will result primanly from diesel-powered construction equipment, trucks hauling
building supplies and construction enployee vehicle trips. Daily construction emissions are expected to exceed the Placer
County Air Pollution Control District’s (PFCAPCD) significance thresholds unicss the mitigation measures below are

The long-term emussions related ta the projeet would result primarily from vehicle exhaust, landscape maintenance |
equipment and heating and air conditioning emissions. The praposed project’s long-term operational emissions would be
expected to exceed the Air Distriet’s significant thresholds. In addition, the project will contribute (o significant
cumuiative air quality impacts pecumng within Placer County.

The Atr Dhstriet has identified mitigation measures that should be implemented by the project to ensure the project’s
short-lermn and lony-term air quality impacts and contribution o cumulative air impacts wili remain below the significant
level.

Mitigation Measures:

Construction

1. The applicant shall submit to the District and receive approval of a Construction Emission / Dust Control Plan prior

to groundbreaking,

Construction equipment exhaust emissions shail not exceed District Rule 202 ¥isible Emission limitations.

'The prime contractor shall submt to the District a comprehensive inventory (i.e. make, model, year, emission

rating) of alt the heavy-duty off-road equipment (30 horsepower of preater) that will be used an aggregate of 40 or

more hours for the construction project. The inventory shall be updated and subrmitied monthly throughout the
duration of the project, cxcept that an inventory shall not be required for any 30-day period in which no
construction activity oceurs. At least 48 hours prior to the use of subject heavy-duty off-road equipment, the
project representative shall provide the District with the anticipated construction timeline including start date, and
name and phone number of the project manager and on-site foreman,

4. An enforcement plan shall be established to weekly evaluate project-related on-and-off- road heavy-duty vehigle
CTigine emission opacities, using standards as defined in California Code of Regulations, Title 13, Sections 2180 -
2194, An Environmental Coordinator, CARB-certified to perform Visible Emissions Evaluations (VEE}, shalt
routinely evaluate project related off-road and heavy-duty on-road cquipment emissions for compliance with this
requirement.  Operators of vehicles and cquipment found to exceed opacity limits will be notified and the
cquipment must be repaired within 72 hours,

3., The project shall provide a plan for approval by the District demonstrating that the heavy-duty (> 50 hotsepower)
otf-road vehicles te be used in the construction project, including owned, leased and subcontractor vehicles, will
achieve a project wide flect-average 30 percent NOx reduction and 45 percent particulate reduction compared to the
mast recent CARB fleet average. Acceptable options for reducing emissions may include use of late model engines,
low-emission diesel products, alternative fucls, engine retrofit technology, after-treatment products. and/or other
aptions as they become available.

I L]

&, No open buming of removed wegetation during infrastructure improvements. Yoepetative material should be
chipped ot delivered to waste to energy facilities.

1. Constructien contracts shall include language that prohibits the use of ail pre 1996 heavy-duty offeroad diesel
cauipmenl on forecast Spare the A days.

b3 Clean carth moving construction equipment with water onee per day. |

G, Spread sonl binders on unpaved rouds and cmployee/equipment parking areas.

10.  Apply approved chemical soil stabilizers according to manufacturers' specifications, to all-inactive construction
arcas (previously graded areas which remain inactive for 96 hours).
11. Employ construction activity management techniques, such as: extending the construction period outside the ozone
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season of May through Oclober; reducing the nomber of pieces used simullaneously; increasing the distance
between emission sources; reducing or changing the hours of construction; and scheduling activity during off-peak

hours. |

12, Wet broom or wash strects daly 1f silt is cammicd over to adjacent public thoroughiares.
13, Tralfic speeds on all unpaved surfaces shall not exceed 15 miles per hour.
14, Install wheel washers ar wash all trucks and cquipment leaving the site.
15 Suspend all grading operations when wind speeds (as instantancous gusts) exceed 25 miles per hour and dust is
impacting adjacent properties.
16,  Minimize idling time to 5 minutes. |
17, Use [ow suilur fuel for stationary consbuction cquipment
v 18, An operational waler truck shalt be onsite at ali times.  Apply water to control dust as needed to prevent dust
i irmpacts offsie
19, Utilize existing power sources {e.p., power poles) or clean fuel penerators rather than temporary diesel power
generators.
0. Use low emission on-site stationary equipment.
21, Develop a traffic plan te minimize traflic (low interference from construction activitics. The plan may include
! advance public notice of routing, use of public transportation, and satellite parking arcas with a shuttle service,
! 22, Develop tnp reduction plan to achieve 1.5 AVR for construction cmployees.
Cperafional
23, Landscape with native drought-resistant species {plants, trees and bushes) to reduce the demand for gas powered
| landscape maintenance equipment.
240 Use of low VOU coatings per District Rule 218 Architectural Coatings.
25 Introduce ¢fficient heating and other appliances, such as water heaters, cocking equipmient, refrigerators, furnaces |
and boiler units.
28,  Use devices that minimize the combustion of lossil fuels,
27.  Install low nitrogen oxide {NOx) hot water healers.
28 Prohibit gas powered landscape maintenance equipment within the development.
29 Reguire landscape maintenance companies use battery powered or clectric equipment.
0. Create { increase buffer zones between a sensitive receptor and pellution source.
31, The project shalt instalt Class 2 hicyel: lanes,
32, Only U5, EPA Phase II certificd wood-burning devices shall be allowed in single-family residences. The emission
potential from each residence shall not execed 7.5 grams per hour.
33, The project shall implernenl an oflsite mitigation program, ceordinated through the Diswrict, o offset the projeet's
long-leam 0Zone precursor emissions.
| In lict of each individual project implementing the own offsite mitigation program, the applicant can choose to pay an
equivalent amount of money into the PCAPCD's Air Quality Mitigation Fund, The District provides monetary ingentives
1o sources of ar pollutant emisswons within the projects general vicimities that are not required by law to reduce ther
emissions. Therefore, the emussion reductions are real, quantifiable and implement provisions of the 1994 State
Implementation Plan, The offsite mitigation program has been implemented by a number of projects in Placer County and
iz conzidered a feasible mitigation measure for this project to implement.
¢ The DEIR will provide data regarding the project’s potential adverse impacts (o zir quality including its anticipated
addition of criteria pollutants. The DETR will identify potential significance thresholds provided by the PCAPCD and will
evaluate the eficctiveness of the above listed standard air quality mitigation measures.
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4.6 TRANSPORTATION/CIRCULATION

Would the proposal result in:

dangerous mtersections) ot incompatible uses (e.g., fann
cguipment)?

¢.  Inadeguate emergency access or acoess 1o nearby uscs?
d. Tmsufficient parking capacily on-site or off-site?

e.  tlazards or barriers [or pedestrians ar bicyclists?

O 0O R ®
L O 0O O
N K O 4O
O O O 0O

f.  Conflicts with adopled policies supporting altemative
Iransportalion {e.g., bus turnouts, bicyvele racks)?

(2
]
[]
Cl

g Rail, walerbome, or air traffi; impacts?

Potenteal Impacts and Plaxned EIR Analysis

The proposed subdivision would increase the number of vehicle trips in the Dry Creek/West Placer area. The My
Creek/West Placer Community Plan EIR idennfics incteased traffic volumes as a significant and unavoidable impact. For
these reasons, this project may result in potentially significant transportation impacts.

The Dry Creek/West Placer Community Plan includes alignments for future bikeways and trails which run through the
proposed project site, The project's preposed bikeways could be in conflict with the Dry Creek/West Placer Community
Flan. Additional analysis of the project will be conducted to determine whether the bikeway and trail alignments have
been addressed in a manner consistent with the Community Plan. The proposal could result in potentially significant
impacts, but mitigation for these impacts may be available,

Impacis to safety may result if praper design considerations are not meorporated into this project. The comtmunity has
cxpressed concem over the design of projects in the area generally, This project will need to incomporate design features
such as tum pockets o reduce safcty tmpacts to an sceeptable level. Traffic calming measures may b reguited o make
the proposed intersections sale, These impacts are potentially mitigable w s depree, but may remain significant.

: The Dry Creek/West Placer Community Plan allows for a future extension of Don Julio Boulevard from the Sacramento

County line 1o PTE Road, and H&&&Hgﬁﬁﬁ%%ﬂﬁﬁh—%—lﬁﬁjﬁ%f hrb—pFejeeFdeeﬁ—ﬁe—l—meJ-ude-ﬂa&eeﬂs{-mem
of-this-connector-but-desstrciude anree . ’ ad
%meheMnmﬁﬁmMmammmmgn

- depietedin the Community Plan—Placer County proposes to eliminate the proposed Don Julio Roadway future

. . Ptz teally ,
! Environmental [ssues Less Thin Signibicant

5 " Hnless Foteteally

- o IE]’!IHIIZ‘#\I'I[ . .-
Mo I pa Mibigacion Sz fcamt

Impaci
. Incorporated Iimpagt
a.  Inercased vehicle teips or iraific congestion? L] [ L] )
b.  Hazards to satety from design features (e.g., sharp curves or (] ] L] (]
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extension between the Placer/Sucramenio Conunty line to PFE Road from the Comninnity Plan, The County
proposes di amenifiment to the Commanity Plan to remove this section of readway from the future planned
circelation system. Thix proposed roadway is not necessary to serve the Whisper Creek Subdivision,

. The rencoval of tids roadway frow the Dry Crech/West Placer Commuanity Plaw is expected ro rediice the amount
i of futire traffic increases froms the Amtelope area that uses PFE Road between Cook Riolo Road and Walerga

" Road. One of the intents of this is to move threugh traffic to regional through routes such as Walerpa Road and

i Antelope North Roud. Removal of this readway connection Is consistent with recent actions taken by Sacramente
s Connty to rentove funding for this roadway fram the 2003-2004 Antelope Road Public Facilities Financing Plaw.

This EIR section wiall analyze the project’s impaet on transportution and cireslation. A tralfic impact study will be
prepared 10 analyze key intersections and road segments including PFE Road and its intersections with Walerga Road,
Cook Riolo Road, and Antelope Koad. Gther intersections to be evaluated include Walerga Road and North Loop
Boulevard and also Walerga Road and Elventa Road, The traine study will include scenanos with both PFE Road open at

Cook-Riolo Road and PFL: Road closed at Cook-Riolo Road. Thestudy-witlhalsoqnelnde-ananalymisunder the condition

that DeaJdulio Boulevard4sexiendedtoPEERoead: This study will address existing conditions, existing conditions plus
| project, existing conditions plus project, and the year 2023 conditions under the Placer County General Plan and wath the |
- proposed project. A new daily traffic count will be conducted on PFE Road from Walerga Road to Cook Riolu Road. The |
" traffwe inpact study will estimate the number of vehicle wips that may be penerated by the project and cxamme the impact
. elingreased vehicle tnips in the Dy Creek/West Placer area. Safety issues related to design features will be analyeed lor
| hoth the existing condilions and for conditions that tmay occur with the proposed project. The need for left tum pockets
on wesl bound PFE Road will also be evaluated, Tralfic operations and Levels of Service wall be cateulated for both
existing conditions and conditions with the proposed project. The study will evaluate the need for railie calming
rneasures on FI'E Road, including the need for a roundabout at the project access. Additionally, project impaets to
pedastrian and bicycle trails will be cxammed in the traffic swody.

The information and data developed as part of the traffic study will be the basis of the traffic section of the EIR. The EIR
will provide mitigation nieasures to address significant adverse tralffic impacts.

4.7 BloLoGical RESOURCES

Would the proposal result in impacts to:
L. Bongntially
Environmental Essues Significant
[ 35 Than .
Sicnificant Lnless Potentially
Nu 'Fr‘;‘ ;‘:’:” Mitigation  Signifeam
R Tnipat P Jancomparaced Imnpaet
a.  Endangered, threatened or rare species or their habitats ] ] B []
{including, but no limited to plants, fish, inseets, animals, and
hirds)?
b, Locally occurring natural communities (e.g.. cak woodlands, ] ] 1 W
mixed conifer, annual grasslands, etc.y?
c. Significant ecological resources including: ] ] | ]
1} Wetland areas including vernal poals;
2 Stream environment zones;
31 Cuotical deer winter ranges (winter and surmmer}, raigratory
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roules and Frwming habitat;

4y Larpe areas of non-fragmented natural habitat, including but
not limited to Blue Qak Woodlands, Valley Foottull Ripanan,
vernal pool habitat.

3} Identifiable wildlife movement zones. including but not
limited o, non-fragmented stream environment zones, avian
and mammalian routes, and known concentration
areas of waterfowl within the Pacific Flyway;

6) Tmportant spawmng arcas for anadromous fish?

Polential Impacts and Planned EIR Analysis

The projeet site includes wetland resources and riparian vegetation that will be impacted by the development of the
project. An analysis will be prepared as part of preparation of an EIR that will include an independent ¢valuation of
existing data and information trom biological resource assesstents and reports previously prepared for the pruject site.
Applicable data from Federal and State of Califomia agencics will be reviewed alung with Placer Counly vrdimances
relating 1o biological resources. Field reconnaissance will be conducted to determine recent changes in habitats and
wetlands. All potentially significant direct and indirect impacts on the natural environment including significant
ecological resources arising {rom the proposed project wil] be identified and discussed m the EIR. Mitigation measures
for all identificd impacts will be develaped in consultation with Placer County staff and representatives of responsible and

trustec agencies.

4.8 ENERGY AND MINERAL RESQURCES

Would the proposal:

. Patentially
. Environmental Issues Sigrificant
; Liess Than :
. Unless Patertially
Siemficant L . .
Mo Tngace i Matigation Sgrniicant
- TP ~ Imcorporared Impact

a.  Conflict with adopted energy conservation plans?

b. Use non-renewable resources in a wasteful and inefficient
manner?

¢.  Result in the loss of availability of a known muineral resource
that would be of future value 1o the region and state residents?

Potential Impacts and Planned EIR Analysis

[ (<

L] X

L] O

L] ]

] []

Although impacts to chergy and mineral resources are expeeted to he less than significant, this EIR section will
summarize the project’s potential impacts on these resources, including any conflicts with adopted energy conservation

plans and any impacts on the availability of known mineral resources on site.




4.9 HAZARDS

i Would the proposal involve:

_ Environmental Issues

Potemmally

Less Than Sig]nﬁc:}m -
. L nless Powsntially
\ Semmificant .. o
M [npact pact Mauigancn Sirmdicant
. F'_ Incorperaied Imipact

a. A risk of accidental explosion or release of hazardous substances
{including, but net limited to, oil, pesticides. chemicals. or
radiation}?

b. [Possible interference with an enwrgency response plan or
emergeney evacuation plan?
!

¢, The ereation of any health hazard or potential health hazard?

d.  Exposure ol people (o exsting seurces of polential health
hazards?

e. Increased fire hazard im arcas with Mammable brush, grass, or
trees?

Potential Impacts and Flanned EIR Analysis

| any impacts o less than significant will be addressed.

24 [ [

L]

The EIR will discuss hazards relating to corrent and fortmer site activities, any potential hazards relating to the project's
construction and operation ineluding mereased fire hazards, and a review of appropriate agency lists for any known
harardous material contamination and registered underground and abovepround storage tanks on or near the property,
The existing phase 1 studies will be peer reviewed for methodology and completeness. Mitigation necessary to reduce

4,10 NoOIsE
i +
t Would the proposal result in:
. Emientially
Envircnmental Issues Sienificant
Less Than N .
L Linkess Botentially
r ., Significant AR S
Mo [mpact sitigalion Signmilicant
Ienpast -
oo rpurated Timpact

' a. [Increases in existing noise levels?

b. Exposure ol people to noise levels in excess of County
standards?

412

[ [ [
O O [

[
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Potential impacts and Planned EIR Analysis

Traffic noise from PFE Ruad has the potential to ¢xceed county standards at the outdoor activity areas of the proposed lots
on the northern postion of the project. This scetion of the EIR wall inctude a discussion of the existing noise setting,
potential impacts resulting from construction and eperation of the project, including inercased truffic noise from PFE

Road, changes in traffic neise that may be associated with the Community Plan Amendment to not extend Don Julio |
Bowlevard, and proposed mitigation measures for reducing significant impacts. An acoustical anaiysis will be performed |
; for this project and the information contained within the analysis will be meorporated into this EIR section.

4.11 PUBLIC SERVICES

Would the proposal have an effect upon, or result in need for new or altered government services, in any of the
following areas:

P Patenually
Environmental Issues Signifiz ant
Less 1han . _—
SiehiFeamnt E_.!ﬂcss Pavemnially
Nolwpact ig . Mingation Sgnificanl
} mF:'"' Incorporated IrspiiL

| a. [ire Protection? X
b.  Shendf Protection™
¢, Schools?

d. Maintenance of public facilitics, including roads?

>

O O 0O03d
O Odgdond
K XK
O 00 4daaog

¢, Oiher governmental serviees?

|
| Potential Impacts and Planned EIR Analysis

The development of 104 new residential units will require new public services to serve the project. The EIR will include
a description of the cxisting levels of service for various county services including fire protection, sheriff protection,
schools, and maintenance of existing public facilities including parks and will include an analysis of the project's potential
impacls to these services. Miligation measures will be identified to address significant impacts to public services resulting
. from construction and operation of the project.

4.72 UTILTIES AND SERVICE SYSTEMS

Would the proposal resnlt in 3 need for new systems or supplies, or substantial alterations to the following utilities:

| P . Porentially

| Environmental Issues . Stanfigpm

' [ess Than N

| Zienifican l.nlus Patentially
| Mo hmpact — Minigarin HgEnitican

d - - . - ngarpemned _ bmpaet |

a. Power or natural gas? ] ] ] K
k. Communigation systems? il 5 L] (]




¢.  Local or rerional water treatment or distobution facilities? [] [] [] |

d.  Sewer, seplic systems, or wastewalter treatment and disposal H L] ] (4
facilities?

e,  Storm water drainage?

f.  Sohd waste materials recovery or disposal?

B O H
O O
X
O

¢. Local or regionul water supplics?

Potential Impacts and Planned FIR Analysis
The development of 104 new residential units will require new public utilitics and services to serve the project.

The project proposes improvements in the existing SMUD easement which crosses the site from north te south and
reyuires extension of utilitics to the site. Improvements within existing wiility easements can result in adverse impacts (o
utilitics and service systems, These adverse impacts are considered potentially significant.

The project wilt require scwer and water services from the Dy Creek Community Facilities District (Dry Creek CFI.
Additionally, this project will ¢ntail connecting to Placer County's storm drainsge systent. In addition to describing the
exisling setting for these utility systems, this section of the EIR will address the project's impucts to these utility systems
along with impacts to solid waste disposal and electricaligas utilitics, The discussion will include impacts associated with
proposed improvements in the existing SMUTY casement which runs through the property, An anaiysis of thiz project’s
demand for utilities will be included in the impact analysis, and misgatien for significant impacts will be addressed.

4.13 AESTHETNCS

Waould the proposal:

Environmental [ssues Potenbially
; . Sigrifizan
::'5'::;1‘::'; Uniless Polentially
Moy Impact :; o Mitgaton sglicans
. o ] MR Incorporated tenpag

a.  Affect a scenic vista or seenic highway? ] [] (] L]

b. Have a demonstrable negative aesthetic effect? ] ] & ]

e, Create adverse light or glare effects? ([l [] = []




| Potential tmpacts and Planned EIR Analysis

The majarity of the project site is currently undeveloped, Development of the proposed project will result in the
imtraduction of residential structures, buildings and new lighting sources which may adverscly impact visual quality of the
arez and increase light and glare impacts on the night sky. This section of the EIR will describe the existing character of
the site and surrounding environment and witl asscss the anticipated changes to the visual character resulting from
development of the proposed project meluding the addition of light to the project area. Photos to and from the site will be
included from select public vantage points in order to highlight the results of the agsthetic analysis. The EIR will identily
significance thresholds and evaluate standurd mitigation measures for adverse aesthetic impacts.

4.14 CulTuraL RESOURCES

h. Disturb archaeologieal resources?
! ¢ Affect historical resources?

d. Hawve the potential to cause a physical change, which would
affect unique ethnie cullural values?

X 0O 4d
O 0O K O
0 KO KX
O OO0

¢, Restrict existing religious or sacred uses withim the polential
impact arca?

Potential Impacts and Planned EIR Analysis

Development ol the proposed project may adversely impact paleontological and archacological resources. The ELR will
discuss and analyze any cultural resources on the project site and witl include information lrom record searches and site
reconnaissance studics. The EIR will provide mitigation measures necessary to address potential mmpacts to cultural
resources that nmay exist on the project site and steps to be taken should any resources be discovered duning project
consiruchion.

4.15 RECREATION

Would the proposal:
Environmental Issues Putentially
[ess Than Significant _
e Linless Potentially
. . Sigmiticant - I i
o lmpact A kb ituaalion Sigmifican ;
| . P . Incorporated hypact
. . |
a. Disturb puleontological resources? L] ] B L] |

| Would the propoesal:

C o Potenually
; Enviroamental [ssues ) Significant
Luas Than
T Llnlcss Fuormually
o lmpaer i"m ul::t Mitigalion Sigaitican
P Incorporaicd |mpat
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a. Increasc the demand for neighborhood or regional parks or other ] ] (<] ]
reerealional facilities?

b. Aflfect existing recreational opporunitics? ] <) 3 ]

Potential Impacts and Planned EIR Analysis

The addition of 104 homes on the project site will increase the demand for recreation facilities. This section of the EIR
will include a discussion of the project’s proposed recreational components, including open space, trail, and park facilities.
It will include an analysis of the ability of existing and planncd parks within the immediate vicinity of the project to meet
t the needs of the project and an analysis of the parkland requirements of Placer County. Mitigation measures will be
"identified for polentially significant impacts.

4.14 MANDATORY FINDINGS OF SIGNIFICANCE

MANDATORY FINDINGS OF SIGNIFICANCE

-

substantial adverse effects on human beings, either directly or
indirectly?

‘The potentially significant impacts identificd herein have the potential of creating long-term cumulative and subslantial
environmental impacts.

An EIR is required to analyee the impacts of the proposed project and recommend appropriate mitigation measures,

4.17 EARLER ANALYSIS

] Fotenually
Environmental 1ssues Less Than Significant
» Janificant ].'II..'IBS.S F:‘.jmm.ia"y
Mo Impacl rnpact Mitization Signilicant
| e A incompnrated Impact __|
A Does the peoject have the potential to degrade the gquality of the ] ] ] =
envitonment, substantially reduce the habital of a fish or wildlife
species, cause a fish or wildlife population to drop below seli-
sustaining levels, threaten to eliminate a plant or animal community.
reduce the number or restriet the range of rare or endangered plants
or animals, or elininate important examples of the major periods of
Califormia history or prehustory?
B. Daoesthe project have impacts that are ndividually himaed, bur A & ] |
curtiulatively considerable? ("'Curmnmulatively considerable” means
that the incremental effects of a project are considerable when
vicwed in connection with the effects of past projects, the effects of
ather curretit projects, and the effects of probable luture projeets |}
. Docs the project have environmental effects, which will cause [] ] (] R i

EARLIER ANALYSIS

I:arlier analyses may be used where, pursuant to the tienng, program EIR, or other CEQA process, one or more effect has
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been adequately analysed in an carlier EIR or Megative Declaration [Staf& CEQA g.uide]ines Section 15063c)3)D)]. In this
case a discussion should identify the following on attached sheets.

A. Farlier analyses psed. [dentify earbier analyses and state where they are available for review,

B, Impacts adequately addressed. Identify which effects from the above cheuklist were within the scope of, and
adequately analyzed in, an earlier document pursuant to applicable lepal standards. Also, state whether such effects
were addressed by mitigation measures based on the earlier analysis.

€. Mitigation measures. For cifects that are checked as "Patentially Significant Unless Mitigation Incorporated,™
describe the mitigation measures which were incorporated or refined from the earlier document and the extent to
which they address site-specific conditions for the project,

Authority: Public Resources Code Sectons 21083 and 21087,

Reference: Public Resources Code Sections 21080(c), 210801, 21080.3, 21082.1, 21083, 310833, 21093, 21094, U151, Sudsirom v
Cunnty of Mendocing, 202 Cal. App. 3d 296 (1988); Leonaff'v. Monterey Board of Supervisors, 222 Cal, App. 3d 1337 (1990).

4.18 OTHER RESPONSIBLE AND TRUSTEE AGENCIES WHOSE APPROVAL IS REQUIRED

I OTHER RESPONSIBLE AND TRUSTEE AGENCIES WHOSE APPROYAL IS REQUIRED

l [<] California Department of Fish und Game [] Local Ageney Farmation Commission (LAFCu)

| [] Calfornia Department of Transportation {e.¢. Caltrans) California Department of Health Services
I

: ] California Regional Water Quality Control Board Califormia Integrated Waste Manapement Board

[
O
[] California Department of Forestry (] Tahoc Replonal Planning Agency
Bd U.s. Amy Corp of Engincers [} California Department of Toxic Substances

Bd U.s. Fish and Wildlife Service [<] National Marine Fisheries Service

4.19 ENVIRONMENTAL FACTORS POTENTIALLY AFFECTED

| ENVIRONMENTAL FACTORS FOTENTIALLY AFFECTED:

: T'he environmental factors checked below will be potentially affected by this project, involving at least enc impact that is
a “Potentially Significant Impact™ or is “Potentially Significant Unless Mitigated” as indicated by the checklist on the
provicus pages.

4] Aesthetics B4 Air Qualiy [ Biological Resources
_E_(Tuftxlrai Resources o B Geology/Soils o [<] Harards & Hazardous Materials
BIUydrology™Water (jual'i-ty (] Land [JééfPlahning "] Energy and Mineral Resources

" &4 Noise [J PopulationHousing B Public Services
mn - Tt-'ansportatinnﬂ‘rafﬁc E Utilities/Service Systems
}E-hiandﬂtﬂnf Findings of . C

‘ Significance

Note: Although not alt of the environmental tactors listed above are consadered potentially simaficant, a1k of the 155ues |isted will be considered in the
DEIR w provide 2 comprehensive ducument.



4,20 DETERMINATION

[ DETERMINATION {to be completed by the Lead Agency)

A

[ find that the proposcd project s cateponically exempt {Class } from the provisions of CEQAL

1 find that the proposed project COULID NOT have a significant effect on the environment, and a
NEGATIVE DECLARATION will be prepared.

[ find that although the proposed project COULIY have a sigmificant eifect on the environment, there
WILL NOT be a sigmificant effeet in this case because the mitigation measures described herein
have been added to the project. A MITIGATED NEGATIVE DECLARATION will be prepared.

I find that the proposed project 1s within the scope of impacts addressed in an previousty adopted
MNegative Declaration, and that only rminor techiical changes and/or additions are necessary to ensure
its adequacy for the praject. An ADDENDUM TO THE PREVIOUSLY-ADOPTED
NEGATIVE DECLARATION will be prepared.

I find thal the preposed propect MAY have a significant effect on the environment, and an
ENYIRONMENTAL EMPACT REPORT is required (1.e. Project, Program, or Master EIR).

I tind that the proposed project MAY have a stgmificant effeet(s) on the environment, and at least one
effect has not been adequately analvzed in an earlier docurment pursuant to applicable legal standards,
Potentially significant impacts and mitigation measures that have been adequately addressed in an
earlier document are described on attached sheets (see Section IV above), An ENVIRONMENTAL
IMPACT REPORT will be prepared to address those eftect{s} that remain outstanding (1.e. focused,
subsequent, or supplemental EIR).

T find that the proposcd progect 15 withim the scope of impacts addressed in a previously certified CIR,
and that some chanpges and‘or additions are necessary, but none of the conditions requiring a
Subscyquent or Supplemental EIR exist. An ADDENDUM TO THE PREYIOUSLY-CERTIFIED

EIR will bt prepared.

[ (i that the proposed project s wilkun the scope of impacts addressed in a previousky—certified
Program EIR, and that no new cffcets will ecour nor new mitigation measures are required.
Patenually ssgmificant impacts and motigation measures that have been adequately addressed in an
carliet decunwnt are desenbed on attached sheets, including applicable mitigation measures that are
imposed vpon the proposed progect (see Scetton [V above), NO FURTHER ENVIRONMENTAL
DOCUMENT will be prepared [see CEQA Guidelines, Section 15168{c)(2)], 15180, 15181, 15182,
15183,

Other
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4,217 ENVIRONMENTAL REVIEW COMMITIEE

[ ENVIRONMENTAL REVIEW COMMITTEE (Persons/Departments Consulted):

Gina Lanpford, Planning Departnient

David Price, Department of Public Works
Roger Davies, Environmental Health Services
Dravid Vinze, Air Pollution Conirol Distrigt

- £ ) | e
Simalure; T.;ii,'-{, ey e F F‘\n( ya <? . .—(:}. . -
ENVIRONMENTAL REVIEW COMMITTEE CHAIRPERSON Date

TAOMIRCMDPRL ORI ELAG T



5.0 RePORT PREPARATION AND REFERENCES

5.1 REPCRT PREPARATION

I accordance with CEQA Guidelmes Section 15063(d)(6), Section 5.1 provides a listing of the
persons that prepared. or participated i the review of this Initial Study.

Leall Agency: Placer County Planaing Department

Gina Langford, Planning Department

David Price, Department of Public Works
Roger Davies, Environmental Health Services
Daved ¥Vintze, Air Pollution Control Districet

Foothill Associates

Davidkcelley, Todd Sexauer, Projeet Manager
Joe Looney, Regulatory Specialest
Heather Kelley, G15 & Techncal Specialist

Clivil Solutions
Brown-Buntin Associates, Inc,
K.D. Andersan Transportation Fngineers

Baker -Williams Engiaecring Group

5.2 REFERENCES

ECORP Consuiting, Inc. 2003, Wetland Delineation for Almond Ranch, Placer County, Cahifornia.
ECORP Consuluny, Inc. Raseville, Califormia.

ECORP Consulting, Inc. 2003, Wetland Delincation for PFE t4, Placer Cometty, California.
ECORP Consulting, Inc. Roscville, California.

ECORF Consulting, Inc. 2002. Wetland Delineation for Whispering Creek, Placer C ounty, California,
ECORP Consulting, Inc. Roseville, California.

Placer County Community Development Depariment, Planning Division. 1990, Dy Creek-West
Placer Community Plan. Placer County Community Development Depantment, Aubum,
Cahformia,

U.S. Department of Agriculture, Soul Conservation Service. 1980, Soil Survey of Placer County
Western Part, Califorma, WS, Depariment of Agriculture, Soil Conservaton secvice.
Daves, California.






Appendix A - Inifial Project Application and Major Subdivision Application







PLACER COUNTY PLANNING DEPARTMENT b Dt S

AIBURN GFFICE TAHOE O FFICE
11414 It Avenue £65 W. Lake BivdJP. {). Boz 1339
Auburn, CA 35603 Tabloe City CA 26145

$10-825-T4TO FAN $10-B59-7459  SI-5EL-62 17 FAX 530-58 16132
Web page: wewplicer.cagoviplanaing Email @ plaonicg@plecer.cagoy

INITTAL PROJECT APPLICATION

MOTE: FURSUANT TO THE FOLICY OF THE BOARD OF SUPERVISORS, THE FLAMNNING DEPARTMENT CAKNOT ACCEFT
AFFLICATIONS 08 TAX DELINQUENT FROPERTY. APRPLICATIONS SUBMTTTER OH PROPERTIES WHICH CONTALM ZONTNG
VIOLATIONS MAY ALSO BEE REJECTED BY THE COUNTY.

NOTICE: TS PROJECT MAY EE SUBTECT TO FEES BMFOSED BY THE DEFARTMENT OF FISH AND LAME. (FISH AND GAME
CODE EECTION T11.4 £T. £70: PUBLIC RESOURCES CUDE SECTION 10005) UNLESS A FROJECT 15 BENTED NG ACTION WHICH
KEQUIRES PAYMENT OF FEES SHALL BE DEEMED FINAL UNTIL SUCH FEES ARE PAID (SECTION 21085(8} OF THE PUBLIC
RESQURCES CODE),

— OFFICE USE ONLY —
Zoming Envircomental Determination: File #50_
bap ¥ Exemnpt #
G P, Designation e —m
___ Negative Declaration Accepied by ]
Agpzlicable G PACP. ___EIR MameofEIR: HemnagBedy
— Drate Filed

Geapraphical Area SCHy Date Accepted as Complels:
Sphere of Influence Fosters - —

it Orvectlight ) Taxes  Affordable Housing —

| Tax Rate Area Supervisetial [ist

- TO BE COMPLETED BY THE APPLICANT —

t. Project Mame (cwrrent and previous) _ Whisaer Creck

[ )

Fropery Owner _County Sefldevs LLE N

Fulj Addness 050 Tilden Drive, Rosewille ¢35 9565717047

Telepbone (516} JB2-1640 A (918 FAI-IEIN E-hdail

3. Applicapt _Baker-Williams Eneinecrine Grope

Full Address 66020 Futland Nrive, Suite |3, Carrdchpel, C4 95808

Telephone {9167 331-9336 Fax 016} 33| -6t E-Mail kbakerThweogineers,en
4. Sizr of Prapeny {acreaps or square footage)  60. 8 F e nr

5. Assessors Pagee] Mumber(s)  023-360-002, 006, 007, Q17

f. Proioct Locatign _ Suuch =ide of PFE Read West of [on Julio Blwd,

(B specific: cross streets, distance and direction from nearsst intersection, 2t}

«<CONTINUED ON REVERSES

LS el PP RITE T T Munon g Fapom
| T b Lah]



7. Whar zolions, 1nnm'-'z' 4. o7 permils by F‘l'tu:r Cuunl:.r tdues the propased project roquirs?

ke —earTr— = ——, —= e a iz~ o

_ Additiomal Baldiag Sie _ __ Ervwonmentad Irmpact Aseessment Quest _ Minor Use Pusrait
___ sdministrative Approvid ____ Lxtensien of Time _ _ _Frojeet underiaken by County
__ Administrative Beview Foomit  General Plan Amendment _x  Reroniag

__fTamificate of Complianoe ¥ Major Sebdivision (3+ paresls) __ Wariangs

__ Conditioral Use Perai _ Miner Boundary Adjustmeni _% _Uther (Explain) Trecagive
Do Rewiow ___ Minor Subdivision (4 and wnder parcels) Map Approval

=

Drocs the proposed project necd approval by other governmental agencies?
Yes  x o W sa, which apencies?

9. Which agencies, wtility companies provide the following services? Thls information must he ACCURATE!

Elecanicity SHLD Fire Protection Ba. Placer Fire g&wer Eac:L. lrsnﬁgl ﬂal Sewer
T h T 0 “
Telephone Raqewlﬁ kiep “Hamrl Cas PC L E L Watert?gu erican Hale
Eosevi a s

HI@ School _py gh Grkan] Elemanl:..r:,- Schogl orv Cresk U“i[%ﬂ

183, Nescribe the project in detail so dit 2 person wnfamiliar with the project would understand the pupese, size,
phasing, duraticn and constucton aclivities associated with the project. I response o this gquestion, please
atarh additonal pages, if necessary.

The preject kecludes o resone asd o testative subdivisien. The zezope ix ca sliow

far private roads and a variety aof fot sizes. The subdivizian has 104 single family

lots and B open space jots. ¥ landscape lors & | recrearion let, and is propesed to be

Erycted .

1n.i hEﬂ: Ty anthorize the ahove-Lisied applicant to make application for project approvals by Flacer Counfy, (o act
as my a.g_-.':m n:gar'dmg the above-described project, ard to reorive all notices, comespondemes, ete. from Placer
County reparding this project, or

2. A5 owner [ will be acting a¢ applicanl. In addition, as owner, | will defend, indemnify, and hold Flrcer County
bammless from acy defense costs, including atlomeys” fess or other |ofy connect=d with any legal challenge,
brought a5 a mesukt of an approval concerninag this enbtement | also agree to execie a focmal aresment fo this
effect on a {orm provided by the Caunty and available far my inspection

13, The sipnatare betow autharizes any member of the Placer County Development Review Committee (DECY, and

other County personne] as pecessary, to enter the property/sructurneds) thae i(are) the subjec of this 2pplication.

Sigrature{s} of Chvied ) Flease Prent

{igpt Lo e Diang (s KosE

If for a Boundary Line Adjustment, signature of both transferring and acquiring propecty owners ace
required, Boundary Line Adjestments shall not be used to sreate new parce(s.

Sipnature of Transi=mag Freperty Dot Plesc Prat

Jipnahars of .'m:uu'l.nz E‘rup:n}' DWT'.':'-I' Tlese Fring

! Frar w the commencement of ey grading andfor construction activiues an the praperty in quesion thad are based upop the eoltlenones conferred by

Flaczr County parmic approvalis), the applicant sheuld consull with the Callfienia Departmeed of Fish & Game (DFG) 10 detcomane whelber ut ool 4
Sucirbed Altcration Agrocmenl [§160], CA Fish & Game Code] 5 requared. The applicant should alwe consule with the U 5 Amry Corps af
£ngincas Lo dotcomine whether ar nal 3 permal &5 requirsd for these BChivities purduant o Seciion 404 af the Clean Water A<t The applieant's
li_gnﬂl-trt o Lhet applicalian farm dignifics ap acknowled pemend that thic siatement bas been frad and ondor oo,

T DDA o gt ket & Bisrchar Aunrridsessd Froapmn Lpphsiid DCC
daadimy



PLACER COUNTY PLANNING DEPARTMENT e e im e by

AUBURN OFFICE TAHOGE QFFICE
11414 E Avenue . 565 Y. Lake Blvd JT. {0, Box 1909
Auburn, CA 95603 Tahoe City CA 96143

530-EED-TH FAX $30-385-74%0  320-581-6213 /FAX 530-58]-6232
Web page: www placer ca povplocing Email 1 pleeningiiplacer.ca gov

MAJOR SUBDIVISION APPLICATION

Fequired Maps: 30 (15 reduced 1o 8172 x 11} All maps must contain the inforation required by Chapicr 19.125 of the
Placer County Condes. Required Applicatons: | Filiog Free: § _
Reccipt A Hearing Date File # S5TTE-

= .

FEUSUANT TO THE POLLCY OF TUE BOARD OF SUFERVISORS, THE PLANNING DEFARTMENT CANNOT ACUERT
APTLICATIONS OM TAX DELINOQUENT FPROPERTY. APPLICATIONS AFFECTING PROFERTIES WTILH ZONING
VIOLATTONS, OR OTHER YIOLATIONS OF COUNTY CODE, MAY BE RETECTEL,

TO BE COMPLETED BY THE APPLICANT

. Projest vape  Whizpar Creek AN (2 3-2692002
1. Developer  Towne Jdevelopment _ o fgikY TEI_JRLO fo1&y FET_0AIR
Telephons Munber Fax Number
Addrass  INS0 Tildea Brive, Rareville, €A 35661-7942
Ciny Staee Zip Creie
1, Engtnesr _Baker-Williaos Engiqneering Croup [916T 33154335 (91R1 37 -Lo]
Telephone Mumber Fax Number
Address 6020 Rukland Orive, Suite 19, Carmichael, CA 95605
City St Tip Code
£ Total acrenpe _ 60.5_% acTes net Wumber of proposed lotsfunits 104

Proposed lot sizes: Minfmuom 14,250 5. F.  Mawimoem 5,900 5.p,  Average 13,000 = F

%@:ﬁ//@ﬁimt N

INDEMNIFICATION AGEEEMENT: I, the Sobdivider, will defentd, indrmeify 2od hold karmiess the Ceonty Gom any
defence costs, indeding atroraers’ fees or other Joss comnected with any Jegal challeage brovgiit a5 4 resadt of 1o approval
concernims this Subdivision. T also agree fo cxonte # formad agreement to this cffoet oo a Form provided by the Conaty and
avzilable for my tspeetops.

SIGNATURE OF SURDIVIDER _ |
T — — S -
--OFFICE USE ONLY--
Dale Tentative hap approved: ) Expiration date
Diate: fipst extension approved: . Wew expiration date_ —
Date secund extensinn approved: v o Meow expiration date
k. ext. of time per Sec. _, Subdiv. Map act Mew expiration date

| Date Jast extension approved: Final expiration dalz

e iy




FOSTING OF PROPERTY: At the lime of application, posters will be provided by the Manning Deparment.
These pasters, it addidon to notifving adjacent lard owners of pending subdivision near their property, are wed by
county staff members to conflm ey are locking ab the cerrect pices of properly when doing a field 1eview. $hould
the staff members not be able to locate ke property involved, the proposed subdivision will be contioeed 10 an apen
latz by the Planmng Corunzssion witi] he required field review can be completed.

FILING INSTRUCTTIONS
MAJOR SUBDIVISION

1. Submit one Tnitx Peojzel Application;

I

Jubmit one Majer Subdivision Application (Mete: Application st includs [ndemnification Apreement
sigmatisre); and

1. Sulinit a total of 30 leotative maps, 15 to be reduced to 3-1/27 x 11% or 8.4/2" x 14", Maps should ioclude
uformation per Section 19125 of the Land Develapment Mapual, Inadditicon:

a Accurately plet, label, and show exact location of the hase and driplines of all protected
wees (native 6 doh or mult-ounk trees 10" dbb or greater} within 50 feet of any
developraent activity {i.e. proposed structures, drveways, roadways, cuts'fls,
underground wtilities, lakes, recreation facilities, etc.) pursuint to Placer County Code,
Chapter 36 [Tres Crdinance]: and

h. Provide an senal phote of the sits (1" = 100" or sarne scals as e propesed lentative
@ap)-

APPEALS - Ao appeal must be filed within 10 calendar days of the decision thar is the subject of the appeal. An
appeal application shall be submutted, aleng with the current Rling fet, 1o the Planning Department. The appeal
shall imchule any explanatory matetats the appellant may wish to furnish, The Board of Supervisorn will be the
hearing body that will consider the appeal.

FUBLIC NOTICING REQUIREMENTY - The Planning Department siall notify all owners of property lying
within 3} or more feet of the praperty which is the subject of this project. In addition, the applicant shall post the
propetty with posters fumished by the Flanning Depatment at least 10 days prior to the scheduled hearing date (date
and time will be available fom the Planning Lkpartnent approximately 20 days prior to the scheduled hearing.)
One copy of the posier, together with the Affidavit of Posting, noust be Fled with the Mlanning Department prior (o
the hearing date.

CRLRCRADIA N hcanon £ Hiss qure B aaiersihdge Subddwisaon Apahcaion o
- pal
Faw 2707



Appendix B - Envirenmentel Impuact Assessment Questionoire (EIAQ # 379%)







B.oceipt Fia.

FLACER COUNTY PLANMING DEFARTMENT Rearwed far D Sump

ASRIRT OFFICE TAHOE DFFICE

TEa1d B Avoiae 565 W, Lake BlvliP ) Box 1909
A diam, Ch DaEdl Talaot Caby © 4 34145

S-S o100 A% EI0-RTE- 106D SM0-SEL-GIELFAX F30-5EY 6182
Wiekriile wuew nlace o poviplinune E-*al :pianninmFolice. tapav

ENYIROKMENTAL IMPACT ASSESSMENT GUESTIONNAIRE
Filing Fee.

Furyuani is the policy of the Hoard of Tuporvivors, the Flenning Departeent canrod ageepe dpphcaltons on Lot delingecar
Froperdy er property with cxiiginy County Code wisfatons

SEE FILING INSTRUCTIGNS ON LAST PASE OF THIS APELFCATION FORM

{(ALL) 1 Projest Naoe {mme swa PA)_Whisper Creek .

PLNG 2 What is the pencral land wse catepoey for the proje? (e msdemtil, commoreizl, agricultwal oc
walustnal, ele.) oW Tengity Et&_idgntiggl _—

PLMG 3 What is the tumber of uni mpised?_104doks, 2 open space lots

" = mﬁw‘gﬂ'”ﬂ?m‘.p Coand I rec‘reaEmn E-:.‘;IE+ =

[ew 4. A thom exisng Catilitics on-sile (buildings, wells, septic Fystons, parking, et ]t Yop K Mo__

1y, shoow on site plas Lod doyoribe: i 8.8 mise. gut heildinas,
) wells and sepiic.

oW 4. Lo wdjacenl proporty in common oweership? Yes, Mo ¥~ “Acreame
Aszengary | Manbers

FLMG & Deserite previows land wefs) of site over e bt §0 pears:_vacant, 2 sinele family

residences

GEOLOCY & SOILS

LOTE: Ihmimiled poperrapic mapping Mpwﬁnbwy;ﬂ.ﬁa;phmmyhmﬁrﬁﬁ&wﬁ;rﬂiﬁdfﬂn{hﬁmmbn
Preleried below,

Dbw T Have you obsserved any buidding or ol setlement, lardekids, slangs, Cucles, sterp arms, rock fally, med
ﬂanl-s,:vd@w%ml@@&mmhmuhhm;mamﬁmm? Ve
Ho  #

Ll B How many ocbic yanks of material will be imporied? _TEOTI Expened? _TIQOE Dnmeribe
il searsen of dispeal 3it, ranseort orethons and bl rovee; 1A A o

Oevw 9. Whar is the mazimuen progoscd deplh and slope of a1y crmtionT
Ficr_ 10 feet, 2:1 slopes

[ 10, Are etining walls propasad? Yoo X Ma - Wyes, ideniify Joczlion, type, beight, +ie —

masanry &'

DB L1, Woubd thee be any blasting during comstuuction? Yes_ o Ho_ %X Ifpo, caplain:

DFW 1. How much of die area it 1o be distwbed by grading scuvities 908 _

FLMG 13. ¥ould the projoct renelt in the dinect or endfirect discharge of wedirmen wile any |3k es 4 sresms?

DEH Yed Mo M Ifyes, caplain: _ — o

Dhw 14

. Act e any brown natural eoofotit meources such as sagd, gravel, building mone, road bass rock, o

mminecal depasits o the progery? Yes Ha. % Hycs, describe:




[LANALE & (IYDROLOCY

MOTE: Preliminary drainage rtudies may be required followiag reviow of the informetion presenzed iy,
P b5 Eswbeee 2 bowdy of water (Jake, pond, stream, canad, ele,) withis ar an the bogedaries of the property T
Yes % MWe Uy, oane e body of water here and show Jocalion e it plan

drainage swales 35 shown on tentative map & grading plans

DEH 16 Mapswer o §15 G yes, would water be diverted from tis water bbby Tes_ Mg X
DEN 7. i e, does applicant have an Ippecpaiative of fiparian water fighl? Yes_ Mo

DEH 1R Where 15 the oearest affsite body @f waice sich as 2 WILtT WAy, Mver, stitum, pond, Jake, cuaf, imipation
dilch, or year-cotod drainape-way? Enclude name, if wpplicable; docs applicans ave an 1ppropriatve &
riparizn watcrAght” Yes_ Mu_ Dry Creek 1-1/Z2 plles north of site
What pereentage of the peeject site is preently coversd by intpervious murfaces? 174
Adter deve lopmenr? 55%

BM% §7 Would any run-oif of waler from the prepyect eater any gff-site canalistream? Yes Mo X

[HiH IFanswer 55 yes, Ldentify:

GEH 200 Wl dhore be discharge to murfacs water of wass wileTs ather thag sformn water rus-olTF Yes___ Mo X
Il yes, whal materiale will be pressut in e discharge?

What conmarnimacts will be contained in gorm water us-a

CFW® 2l Weuld the projess tosult in the physical alioation of 3 bady of warsr 7 Yes_ ke s, how?

Wil dminige Fom e projedt cause o cracerhate any downstream Foeding copdidon? Yes.
Ho__ % Lye, crplain;

DEW 2 Amany ol the anms uf lbe propery mubjert ko Nooding o inundusiog? Yas Ma Il yes,

aecurllely sdeanify the |ocation of de 100-yeur lewdplain o the sie plin. (wetlands ate shown on map)
DEW 21 Would dee peejert aller drainage changels of pamcrns® Yes MNo_®_ Tfye, explain
DER

YEGETATION AND WILDLIFE

NOTE: Detafied sdies or echibils SHER at free suerveys and wettand delinearioes muay be reguired follawing
revisw of the informarinn prezenied beterw. Such siidie or exhibi iy olra be inclodad mith falmial
of thit guestionnaire, {See Filing funtructons BE and §9 for further decailc)

FLMG 24,

Desariby vopctation en the sitc, including variations thoughoul the property: _ Hative grass
reparian area glong the East swale, gee wetland delineation.

FLNG 25 Esimate bow funy e of G-iachet diameder of bareer woutd be remaoved by the Wtimate development of
lhit ;rojest a5 propesed. ___ 2—3 Willows

FLHG 28.  Bstimate the pertcnilsge of exinting krees which woulid be removed by the project a4 peogased 2 3%

Fulkid 27 What wikils fe species am typically found in the zrea during each of the seasms”
Kacive birds ‘and ground animals

Am e of codangesad specics of plants o znimals {3 defined i Seqion 1530 of Ny Calilurnia
Envinunmental Cheality Aet Guidelines) ound 1 the peojeet aa? Sep wat ang delineation
FLWG 7% Arcany Federally Listed bumatened o etdanpered planly, or candidates for Lisling, presond on the proigd site
ax propased? IF uncermin, 2 list is 2vadlable in the Marnieg UCeparmmers Soc Webland delieation
Wil the peaject as proposed displace any rre of endungert spectes {planteiznimal )7 _ na

PLMG: 25

FLMG 20,



FL.MG 31 Wit chonges to the existing animal enromuenities’ habiad and paterd corersanites will e i.n;.j-:;;t Cute 1
we? Inere will be minor. 1oss of native prass lands.
[ar it - ; E
PLRG 310 [ e a0y mum, nubusal community {23 tracksd by e Calilenia Deparmment of Fish and Crarne Naturz
Duwersity e Bascy presend oo the proposed projecs? e wecland de e
FEWHG 33 Do wetlamds or Socacn ansimnumsnt 200es sersr of B property (1.£., i, mansh, wemal poals, e )7
Ter ¥ o
FLNG 34 1fycs, will wetlands be impacted o affocted by developmel of the peoperty? Yes X Bo_
PLMG 35 Willa Corps of Engincess welands permit be poquired? Yes X Mo
PLHG 35 Esalemer from the U5, Ammy Corps of Engineers reparding the wetlands atached? Yos Ko X
FIRE FHOTECTION
DFW 37 How distant am the pesred fire protcetion foiline=? 0.8 mileg _
Describe: Fire mPaticn on Cook—Riolo Boad i
DPW 38 What is the nearms smerpency source of witer for fire protection purposes? public water gill
Elescribe the soures and locarion; provided
e 39 Whar addingeal fire hazard and fut prodsction servics moeds would the project creale” _ 0WONER
Phar facilitzes are proposed with 262 project? _ TOOE
Fux tinple ampecs proferts, whal it e diszance from the pooject to te peorsst through road? 31 f 3
Are Hhoe offsits acooss bmitafions dat might limit fe tuck sccssibility, 1e. seep prudes, pese mad
abifnement or arfacing, ndmmdid bridges, et ? Y Mo X T yes, describe:
MOMSE
NOTE: Profect xises mear a4 wzjor gurce of Avite, dnd projecis which mill resuli in ircreaved padse, may requive
a detaded molte Sirdy prior b3 pnviranmentn deterweingsion
DEH 400 Lo the praject oear 2 major source of noise? Y ES If 5o, nome the souref 4
_PFE Road
DEH 41 What poise wineld resalt from this peojost « both duriag and altor constructinn®
Trpical construction active, _ o
AR QLALITY
MOTE: Specific alr quulity sudie may be required by the Placer Coaunsy dir Polfution Corwe! Distriar (AP,
di &5 sugpetied thar epplicarty with Fevidendial projeces cantaining 20 gr miare wnis, indwieial, or
comumercial prefens conlad the APCD befare proceeding,
APCT 47 Are thers any sowrces of wir pollution within the wicinity af the projece? TF 50, Rame dhe source(z]:
no -
AFCD 43 Whal are e bpe and quantity of vehicle and slatonary sowee t.p. woodttove rrussons, o) air
polueanes wheeh would be crealeed by this project an full buildow?  Inchede shom.lorn (eonshwttion}
Il 14 _
APCIY M. Aac there any sensitive rooeprons of air polluien lecated wilkin one quartes ing'e of te projal (8 g sehoals,
baspinls, gig. )7 _ TS Will the progect penerace any wxicharanbug emitions?
APCD 45 What specific mebilsstativeary sours miligaion mezneees, i Ay, are proposad 1o reduze the air gualicy

impact{zh of the prajecs? %L:I.nl:iﬁr any emdssion reductions and eomeponding beme fisial air quality impaces
ona bocalregional smle. There will be standard copstruction impacts

and typical residential improvewents afrter the homes ate
occupied.

be



AR AL,

Will e e any Land cleacinp ol vegetativa for thiz progeat?_ygrs  How will vegstation be dipuzed?
C=gile

WATER
hin Eared ppon the fype end complenity of the project, o detailed siurdy of demestic wader spsdem capdely
andior proundwater impacts meay e mecessany),
LEW 47, For wiit purposs is waler presently wsed oosite? __ Domestic -
What ubd where is the apicting saurce™ _Wells te be ghapdoned —
5 1 wened water intsnded for domomic wse? Y0 S —
Wit wates sources will be wsed for this project? _ Cal-Am Water —
Nemestie, Col—Am Water iphen;_Cal-Am Water
Fire Prowermon:_S0 . Flacer  Cihen
What is the ponjented paak water usape of G project? 104 epm for domestic
Ex thee penjesct wichin 2 public domestic wabsr rysion St ue servied sroat ¥ES -
AF yes5, =nll the public water supplist serve tis project? _yes S
What is ghe proposed source of domestie water? _ Cal-Am Water e
Whal it the projocisd peak water umage of e prajea? 104 ppm
GEM 43 Ane there any wells oo the 5ite? TS 1M g, deteribe depth, vichd, contamipzats, ce._UTIRNIOWH—He 11s to
Sl progrccied well 3itss on the plan sccompanying this tpphmﬂun_bﬁ abzndoned per health
epartn’.en L redgu irevents
AFRLTIETICS
~OTE: {f Her project hay potertial &y viswally impact an area’s yeenic quality, glevation drawang s, pharet of achar
depictines af the propezed profect may e reguired,
FLMG 4% Lt the proposed proiect coanstend'compalible aith adjsoent tand wses and densines™ _ YES
FLMG . Ls ihe proposed project coesistenl’oonzpabiBle with adjaced architsctund syles? 0 building g rGUHSEd[ al.
Ty 51 Weold wedthede feanmes of the prokect (such as architecturs, beighl, color, 4o ) be subped o mviow? DG
Hywhorn?
FLMS 52 Dreoribe sigt and ighing wssociaied with the project SET@RL Light at main entrances
FLHG 331, s Lodsmapiog poposed?_YE5 I 0, deorbe and iuditats tvpes aod location of plans on a plan
Street landscape per community grid lines.
ARCHAROLOGYMHIETORY
MNOTE: If the project site &r on or near an hiporisal or arehaeslopien! pite, fpecific fechnical ks may be
reipuired fine ehifronareniel dete et o
PLIG 34 Wi s themiet Hepit e, st o onuogy epdong e g  grbocabgind et
FLMG 55 How fwaway 57 __ /2
PLMG 54 Ase there any hivtorical, wchacolegios] or caltumdly sigrificant feahures on the site {ie old foundacons,
strutres, Mative American habiation sies, ¢e )7 T1O
SEWALE
MNOTE: Bared upan the type and complexity af the profect, a detailed anatyriy af sewage treaimen! and doiparad
nternalives may de necetfary i rrake @a 20 viror endal Setermritenon
DEH 57, How is szwape presntly disposed of wt b sic?5€pLic—to be abandoned pec health departments
DEH 55 How much wamewaler is presently produced daly?_ 600 zpd - “::::qu ATements.
DEL 3% Whatis the peoposed saethod of sewages dpesad? _ Pobi{e_Sepwer .
[ hwve u pian Lo peotect proundwater from wastewater discharges? Yes__ Ho X U yet, amach & deaft
af thys plan
CEH 60 How much wargwiler woubd be poocduccd daity? 2 31,200 gpd -
NEH 4.

List all umasuat wasiewater chamcensiis of the projedd, if any. Whal special beatmonl procisocs ace
necongary R these unosaat wadies® T &




Wil pre-reatmerd of waiowno be peczzsary? Yes Mo 1T yes, atlach 4 deseriplon of pre-
Ll proceases and moendioring systam

DEEL 62 Lo dw grecradwater leval during Uve wettert ime af Uee year bess than & feed below the sarfagr of B prownd
within Lhe pregeel arcg? _ 010

DEH 61, s dhis project locared within 2 sower dinret? . Yes
V¥ s, which distrier® _ Flacer Coupty
GEH 64, L5 there sower inthe arey _ YES

DEEl 65 What is the distands k) the nearest sewer Ling? —Aadjacent aop PFE Egad
NAZARDOUS MATERIALS

Cam e divtrie? serve Bus progect? yen

blazmrious maierials are defieed a8 any material Hist, beciese of 5 quanaty, conceirztion, of phyvsical of cherical
characlerislics, peses 2 significinl prssmt of polential hazard &0 g health aod afety o 4 the mvinment i reloased
inu; the workplaee or the eaviegament  “Hamandous materials" includs, bad are oot limited k2, hazardous mubstances,
harmpdas wase, and any maleral which 4 handier of the admininoring ageny hat 2 rasonsbie basis far belitving dat n
wenld be injurioas 1w the heallh and saiety of persons or harmfiu to o envirpameat i reeased o the workplace or b
envirennenl (incl ading gils, bubricants, zed Ruwets).

DEH &5, Wil the propased projent involve te bandfing, stomos o transporation of harardous malerals? Yo
Mo x

IF yes, will it imvalve the bardling, Aocage, of Hansporalion Af any oos lime of mom an 55 gallonz, 550
pownds, or 200 rubic foet fal ftandaed t=mperaroe and presswe) of 2 produdt or farmulation contacning
harrdaus maroials? Ve Ho__

DFH &8 If you anpwered ves @ qucfion REG, do pou fiore wy of these matorials i enderground Racage tinks?

Yes Ha Il yo5, please tooact the Envimament) Hecth Divisien a [9LE] #59-TIX5 Nt an
erplanton of additional equirements.

DEH &7

SOLID WASTE

DEH 69, Whal rvpes of solid waste will be prouced? __ t¥Pical residenmrcial

Howae h?Mwajﬂ A be dipesed 07 _County land £i11
day /1ot

PARFSYRECHEATION
FlG 7o, Hnw:lmbhwﬁﬂbtcmwﬁtp&wmm?'.-.'0?_:"31'-1'35
Mame thearms _fatotom Park (Sacraomento County]

SOCLAL YMEPACT
FLEG 71 How many new retidens will e project goneraie? . 275
FLMG 72 Will the project displace o require celocation of any residental wius? Y e 5 _
PLMG 73 Wha changss in charactsr of e neighbadbuod (urensiding uses pweh a5 pastures, famnland, retidenta}
wemrld the project Quse . TIONE
PLHG 74 Would e proj et creaizidesteny job epporuniics?_ RO
PLHG 75, Wl the propased development displaes any sarently productive wic? (O
1F yeg, describer _

TRANSPORTATIGN/ CIRCULATION
Mate: Detailed Traflie Siwdier prepared by o qualified comsuitens nury be reguined following review of the
Efermalion presented bl
DFW 76 Duocs the preposed pesjest Fronl o a Counry road or Staec HighwayT Yas 3L MNa
|Fyes, whal is the name of the road? PFE Boad
Dew 71 Lo, wha is the distancs w0 the nearest Counry ioad? 1y /3
Warre of road?




LrFw g
T 79
DEW RO
OF% 51
Py g2
D g3,
LMW B4,
DFW 45,
DF%  Bb.
Mame whd i1}

o ="

Would any nen-owen raffis sl fom e Eresect [iracks, brains, R Yes_ Mo K
17 yes, deatribe type 2nd walums- .

What mad standards are propesed wilkin the devzlopmenit Puhlje
Show bypica] smet socticnrs) oo fhe site plan.

Wil e enerances gt County mady be constructed? Tes x| Mo
1M yes, show location oo de siis plan

Breribe any propesed impesvements i County mads andfor Seas Highwyairs
Widen FFE Boad tao County standards

How much wdibonal e is the profect £xpected to grocrre” (Modecae average daily rralfic [ADT), pok,

beser volumss, idemtify peal tows. Use Insgege of Trnsportution Engineers’ (TR} mp pencraton ares
where project ( wvailabsle]:
1040 ADT, 104 AM, 104 FH

Wiruld any form of easit ke used fic kaffi infmom the project site? DO

WHAL are S caproted peak bowrs of raffic o be cwsed by Hhe devclopment {is, Choaches, Sundays, 500

am | N :Dlices: Momeday theou Fr‘ida}',E.Wl.m.m?.mxm,mdd:ﬂﬂp.mlﬂﬂ:mpm]?__
BAM-Gal" AP 6PH Mee Eaan]

Wil projont muffic affect wn sriming e aphal. majoc mrect iersconon, or fresway inlerchange”
Te M 3 . 1y, eaplain

Whar bikeway, pedestrian, B, of transit failitcg are prposed wath the project?
none

& G any) of porson tumpledng this Gudione e

owe T

Te:Principal, Baker-Wiliiams Telephane:_ (9163 331-4335

Engineering Group



Appendix C - Tentative subdivision Map
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Comments Received on Original Notice of Preparation (June 2004) and on
the Revised Notice of Preparation (February 2005)






CITY OF

ROSEYILLE

TRADIT!ON-PRIDE-PROGRESS

Community Development
31! Wermer St
Rusewilie, Jolfrormie FEATE254G

1

Jui 2 - 2004

July 23, 2004 )
Y PLANNING DEPT

Ms- Lori Lawrence

Flacer County Plarming Department

Ft414 "B" Avenue

Auburn, CA 95603

Wiz o andd Pegidar Mol Fax Ao S20/896-3007
Page [ of 1

Subject: Whisper Cregk Subdivision Unit 1 - Notice of Preparation
Comments

Dear Ms, Lawrence:

Thank you for the opportunity to review and comment an the Whisper Creex
! Subdivision Unit 1 Notice of Preparation {NOP)\. We understand the project 1o
incluge the rezone of 60.6 acres and approval of a Tentative Subdivision Map for
development of a 104 lot single-family residential subdivision with sight open
spauce lots and one recreation lot, incleding attendant features of streets and
utilities.

Traffic

The NOP/Initial Study (15} indicates the project may result in potentialty significant
transportation impacts. The EIR's traffic analysis should analyze and identify any
potential traffic impacts that may be generated by the project within the City of
; Roseville, The cumulative traffic analysis should include development densities
approved as part of the WRSP and Spheie of Influznce Amendment project, ag well
as the proposed university projects and related development plans submitted to
Placer County. The traffic study should include separate modeling scenarios with
PFE Road open and clased at Cook-Riolo Road.

Parks, Recreation and Libraries

The EIR's recreation analysis should include review of potantial impacts ta the City
of Roseville's park and recreation facilities and programs, and the City's libraries.
Mitigation measures should be recommended for any potential recreation and
library impact identified.

Puhblic Services

The Public Services analysis should include review of potential impacts to the City of
Roseville Police and Fire Departments. Mitigation measures should be
recommended for any potential public service impacts identified.

FIAFFLSIIA 0 Fax PO FFASIDY 2 TIDQIAFPLRIID  m e ionewl e e o






PLACLR COUNTY
FLOOD CONTROL AND WATER CONSERVATION DISTRICT

Tum Hackwarth, Fxecutive Diresior
Brian Keatrng, [hstrict L nz iveer
Andrew Damow, Development Coondinalor

July 23, 2004

EERIYE
bl 2~ 2004 H

' F
l.or [ awrence

Placer County Planning Department PLANN ING DEPT.
414 B Avenue

Auburn, TA 95603

RE: Whisper Creek Subdivision - Urit 1/ Notice of Preparatioo of a Draft EIR

Dear Lori:

We have reviewed the Notice of Preparation for the subject project’s Divaft EIR and have the following
comments.

t. The propesed development has the potential to create the Foliowing impacts:

a) Higher peak flow rates at downstream locations.

c.) Creerloading of the actual or designed capacity of existing stormwater and ficod-carrving
lacilities.

d.] The alweration of 10-year {loodplain boundanes.

Future EIRs muost specifically quantily the incremental effects of each of the above impacts due to the
land use and density changes proposed by the subject project, and must propose mitigation mecasures
whure appropriate.

g~

This project is located in the Dry Creek walershed near a tributary to Dry Creek. A peneral assessment
of flooding in this watershed is provided in the “Dry Creek Watershed Flood Control Plan™ repart by
James M. Montgomery Engineers (JMM}, Apri] 1992, Figure 5-2 (JMM, 1992} indicates this project is
lacated where local detention is not recommended. However, ousite stormwater mitigation may be
necessary if the existing downstream drainage facilities cannot accommodate the project’s increase in
peak flow rates.

The District requests the opportunity to review all further environmental docamentation for the subject project.
Please call me at (330) 88%-7541 if you have any questions regarding these comments.

Andrew Dammow, B.E.
Development Coordinator

3 LB S0 1 Tl oo

1iddd B Avenue ; Aubum, CA 956063 ¢/ Tel: 5300889-754] / Fux: S3I00/RE6-353]






MEMORANDUM

DEFPARTMENT OF PUBLIC WORKS
County of Placer

TO: Robert Yrooman, Land Bevelopment DATE: July 14, 2004
FROM:; Stephanie Haolloway, Transportation Division

SUBJECT. WHISPER CREEK | SUBDIVISION, BRAFT NOTICE OF PREPARATION
(EIAQ -3799 & 3797)

The Transportation Division has reviewed the above-cited draft Notice of Preparation and
has prepared the following comments:

1. The initial study included in the NOP for both subdivistons calls for the analysis of
future curmutative traffic under 2010 conditions. The current South Placer Model is
based on a 2025 future raffic analysis. The traffic impact study for the two proposed
subdivision projects should be prepared so as to be consistent with the current madel,
2025 tuture-curmulative.

Thank you for the apportunity to review the NOP.






Lo Lawrence - SD.Comments_NOP_DraftFliidos

MEMORANDLIM
OEPARTMENT OF FACILITY SERVICES

COUNTY OF PLACER

To Lori Lawrence, Planning Dept. Date: July 17, 2004
From: ron wood, special distriet
Subject: whisper creek subdivision. phase 1 [siaq-3788): notice of preparation of a

draft environmental impagt repaort [eir)

snecial Districts has completed a review of the above referenced preliminary Notice of
“reparation of a Draft EIR and request that the following items be included in the
scope of the Draft EIR,

1. &n anatysis of the groposed samitary sewer flows from this proposed project.
The analysis 1nust show that the flows from the number of proposed lats in this
application du tot excecd the flows included from this site in the approved Dry Treck
West Placer CFD #Y Public Facifites Master Plan, February 1998, prepared by The
Spink Corporation.  Use the same critera for this cormparisen as outlined in the Dry
Creek CFD Sewer Master Plan,

2. If any portions of saditary sewer fipws fram the project are proposed to be
diverted fram one shed to another, as shown n the approved sewer master plan of

1838, an analysis must be completed on the sewer collection system downstream that
will receive such flows, This analysis must prove that any such diversions do not
impact the collestion systern or applicatle properties' abilities 1o develop consistent
with the master plan within said sheds.

General Comiments:

1. The Initial Project Applcation indicates that sanitary sewer service ts 1o be
provided by The Raseville Regional Sewer Facilities District. The Placer County CSA
28 Zone 173 wll provide sewsar service.

2. LUnder the Sewage section of the EIAQ document the amount of wastewater
procduced daily is estimated at 300 gpd. The actual amount produced should be bhased
) un 250 gpd per Eguivalent Dweliing Unit (EDW = single family home) but the design of
i the collection system musl be designed using 400 gpd por EDU,

? cu. Phil Srantz, DPW
i Gina Fleming, Env, Heaith







MEMORANDUM
DEPARTMENT OF FACILITY SERVICES

COUNTY OF PLACER
Tox LOR! LAWRENCE/PLANNING  Date: JULY 14, 2004
From: VANCE KIMBRELL [

Subject: WHISPER CREEK SUBDIVISION UNIT 1 NOP

The Parks Division has reviewed the first submittal for this project and has the following
comments:

1. The project’'s enviranmental review should evaluate the impacts of an eight-foot
class-1 trail along the project's frontage of PFE Road per the Dry Creek/\West Placer
Cornmunity Plan.

2. The NOFP map identifies a park site within the project. The facilities on that site need
te be identified so their impacts can be evaluated. If onsite recreation facilities were to
be canstructed per the Planned Develapment Ordinance. a subdivision of 104 homes
wouid be required to provide a park site with 1.3 acres of active park facilities.

CCo Jdohn Ramirez

TFWIWHISFER CREEK SUBDIVISION UNIT 1 NOP doc
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Jubv 1, 2004
File Mo, WASMH] Aanenican

Lon Lawrenee
County of Placer
Planming Depantment
1314 B Avenue
Aaburn, A 93600

SUBJECT:  NOP of a Deaft EIR lor Whisper Creek Subdiviston Unit |, 104 Limts, PFE Roud
Decar Ms. Lawrence:

This letter is written in sesponse to your regues: duted June 21, 2004 wheren youa 5olicied comuments
om the NOP of o Diraft EIR for Whisper Creek Subdivision Unit 1, 103 Units.

Suenon A 12 Utilties and Service sysiems, Potenvat Impacts and Planned EIR Anabysis savs the
progect will require sewer and water services from the Diry Creek CFD.

The project is located within the Califormia-Amcrican Water Company franchise area,

Water can be roade avaituble in conformance with the Contract hetween Plucer County Water
Agency 2nd California- American Water Company for 2 Water Supply

Fropertics 1o 5e served wiin Agency waier will be requited 1o annex mio the Apency’s Zone 1 aervice
urca.

The Agency does not reserve water for prospective cusiomers, and this letier in ne way confers any
nght or entitlement to reecive waler scryice in the future. The purpose of this letter is to apprise you
of the current status of water availability from the Agency’s treated water system at the location
specified ubove, The Agency makes commitments for service only upon execcution of a pipeline
cxtension or service order agreement and the payment of ull fees and charges required by the Agency.

All water availubility is subject to the fimutations described above und the prior use by exisling
custumers.

Waier Conservation is A Moral Ohligacion



ave Camphell
Inginecring Techmewun

1IPPC:m

pe: Customer Service
Mike Nichol

FImengiietwtwaIs 160 (002



\\_\\ California-American Water Company
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July 26, 2004

Ms. Loo Lawrenes
Placer County Planning Department

11414 "B" Avenue E 5 E H E‘}’ E ™

Auburn A 93603 o JI
Ut 2+ 2000 |

Subject: Whisper Creek Sobdivision Ulnir 1, ETACQY # 37974 PLANN;NG DEF’T

Lear Ma. Lawrence,

In accordance sith your reguest for poogeet information. subject as above, [ ofter the
folkowing:

L. The progeet is located mthe West Placer Service Area of Calilformia American

Water {Cal Amy and currently does not have waler service,

Teor provide service, the property will have w be annexed o the Plucer Couniy

Weater Agency {PUWAL Zone | delivery aren. This is o formal action with

BUW A that then allows Cal Aun o deliver water to the project.

30 Aline extension and full fromt build through of the water mains fronting the PFE
Road. as well as the intract improvernents, will be required w provide the
requested service, Our planning analvsts indicates the need for a 24-inch
Jiumeter witer main in FFE Koad.

4. Cal Am currently collects a 5735000 contnibution fur Special Facifities per
Lguivaleny Dwelling Unit {EDU), a5 based on meter sive. PCWA currently
collects a contnibution for 1ts Water Connection Charge of 38.685.00 per E[D as
based on incter size. These charges are subject 10 re-evaleation, typically cn a
yuarly bases

|4

1 hape this letter sepves vour needs. Kindly call me a0 (9163 368-4212 if yvou have
qLesliols oF requive additiona infurmation,

Sincerely,
L//Zdi Ao
Andy Soulé PO E

Senior Qperatons Engineer

CC: Chris Thews, Cal Am

I Y R A R b R L R T T [T T Pl DR TR Y I SN R T
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TO:

MEMORANDUM

DEPARTMENT OF PUBLIC WORKS
County of Placer

GINA LANGFORD, PLANNING DEPT. DATE: MARCH 7, 2005
LORI LAWRENCE, PLANNING DEPT.

FROM: REBECCA BOND- LAND DEVELOPMENT DIVISION

SUBJECT: REVISED NOP: WHISPER CREEK SUBDIVISION; PEE ROAD/DON JULIO

BOULEVARD; DRY CREEK/WEST PLACER (APN: 023-260-002, -006, -007, &
-047)

The proposed project consists of 104 single-family residential lots with 8 open space Iots and
one recreation lot, including attendant features of streets and utilities. The project is located
on the south side of PFE Road, between Walerga Road and Cook-Riolo Road, immediately
nortfyef the Sacramento/Placer County line.

The Department of Public Werks has reviewed the revised Notice of Preparation for the
above-cited project and wou'ld like to provide the foltowing comments:

1.

Figure 2 of the revised NOP submitted is not the most current site plan. Please include
a revised Figure 2 that reflects the removal of the Don Julio Bivd. Imevocable Offer of
Cedication (I00) and revised on-site street layout.

2. The delineation of the existing and revised 100 Year Flood Plains on Figure 2 of the
revised NOP submittal is unclear. Please revise this Figure to clearly indicate these
floodplain limits.

DRAINAGE & HYDROLOGY

1.

Under Stormwater Quality, it should be noted that source control and education are
prefered BMPs to protect stormwater quality and will be applied first, then treatment
centrel {permanent structural BMPs) if source control is insufficient on its own. Also,
ireatment to the Maximum BExtent Practicable (MEP) will guide use of permanent
structural BMPs, if appropriate.

REVISED TENTATIVE MAP

1.

CC:

The cul-de-sac serving lots 43, 44, 45, and 46 could potentially cause vehicle conflicts
due to the abnormally wide paved entrance. Travei 'anes and associated striping for
this intersection would not be standard, as proposed. Can this cul-de-sac be
lengthened to the east. thereby namowing the entrance from the proposed mad, Circle
B2

Stephanie Holloway, Transportation Planning Division
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NATIVE AMERICAN HERITAGE COMMISSION
15 CANTIOL ALY RO g
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Febmuary 17, 2005

Lori Lawrernes
Flacer County Planming Gepartrment
11414 B Avenue

Avburn, CA 95803
RE: SCH# 2004062132 - Whisper Creek Subdivision bnit 1, Plocer County
Pear Ms, Lgwrence:

The Native Arverican Feritage Comimission has reviewed the above mentioned NOP. To adeguatety
assess and mittgate project-related impacs: on archaectogical resources, the Commigtion recommengs the
fallowing actions ba reguired:

1. Contact the aporepriate Infermastion Center for 3 racord search. The record seareh will determine:
= ifapartorall of the area of project effect (APZ) has been previously surveyed for cuturat
esources.,
* If any known cultural resourees nave already been recorded on or adjacent to the APE.
* IFthe probability & low, maderate, or high that culturel resources ane focsted (n the APE.
* I asurvey is required to determines whether previousty Unrecorded ruttural TESOUNCES are present,
2. Ifan archpectogico; Wrventory survey (s required, the final stage is tha preparation of a professional P
detalling the findings and recommendatians of the records search and fleld survey,
* The fina! report containing site forms, sita significance, and mitfgation measurses shoyld be
submitted immediately to the planning department. Al information regarding site locathns, Native
Ametican human ramains, and aseocizted furerary obieds should be in a separate confidential
gddentdum, ard not be made avallable for poubic disclosure,
*  The fina! written report should be submitted within 3 mortha sRer work has been completed to the
appropriate regional archasnlegicsl Infammation Center.
3. Contact the Native Afmerican Hernitage Commigsion for:
* A Sacred Lands fle Check. Requests must be mede In writag with the Caurty, Quisd map name,
towrship, range and section.
* A %st of appropriate Mative Amercan Contacts for consultation Concething the project s amd to
ats=igt in the mitigatieon measures.
4. Lk of surface evidence af archeciagical resources does not precluda their subsurface existence.
*  Lead agencies should include in their mitigation plan provisions for the identification and evaluztion
of actidentally discovarad archeological resources, per California Eavironmental Quality Act {TEQA)
§15064.5 {f). In ameas of identified archaeoiogical sensitivity, » cartiflad arhapologiot and a
culturally affilisted Native American, with knwwledge in cultural reseurces, shoutd monttar al
ground-disturhing activities.
= tead agencies should Include in their mitigation plan provistons for the disposition of restvy g
Iacs, IN consuhation with cutturaily affilioted Native Americans,
*  Lead agencies shoukt indude Previsions for discovery of Native American human ranaing # thalr
mitigatian plan. Heaith and Safsty Code §7050.5, CEQA §15054.5 {=), and Public Resources Cade
B50%7.98 mandates the PrOCEss to be folowed in the event of an seddentai discovery of any human
Fermains in 2 location other than 3 dedicatod cemetary.

IF you hrave any questions, pleoge comtest me & (916) 6534038

CC:  Swre Ceannghouse
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February 23, 2005
PLANNING DEPT,

Placer County Planning Cepariment
Gina Langford

- 11414 B Avenue
Aubum. CA'95603

RE: Whisper Creek Subdivision Unit 1 — SCH#2004062132

The California Department of Health Services (CDHS) is in receipt of the Notice of
Preparation and Initial Study for the above project.

if Placer County Planning Department plans to develop a new water supply well or
make modifications to the existing domestic water treatment systerm to serve the
Whisper Creek Subdivision Unit 1 project site, an application to amend the water
system permit must be reviewed and approved by the CDHS Sacramento District
Office. These future developments may be subject 1o separate environmental review.

Please contact the office at (916} 448-5600 for further information.

Sincerely.

Brid Aﬁnnmg

California Department of Health Services
Environmental Review Unit

i m— —

T

Drivlsion of Drrking Waler and Envipomental Management
Envlfonmental Review UnitStale Revabving FundiProp 50
1616 Capitel Avenue, MS 7418, P.O. Box 997413, Sacramenty (4 95009-7413
(916) 448-5500 Fax: (915) 445-5656

Intarmm Addrece wwne Ahs ca omeine/dcwam
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February 23, 2005
Page 2

Ce:
Terry Macautay, Ristrict Enginger
CDHS Sacramento
1616 Capitol Avenue, MS 7407
Sacramento, CA 95808

State Clearinghouse
P.C. Box 3044
Sacramento, CA 95812-3044

#2EET PLIGH
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Placer County Water Agency
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BOARD OF DIRECTORS
Panllne Rocewoo » Aler Ferrpiva
Onr Wollan » Lowel! Farvix
Michael B Ler
Cuvid A. Breninger. Generst Mangger
Ed Tedemann, Geaern! Connoef

February 11, 2005
File No: CEQA

Lori Lawrence, Planning Technician
Flacer County Planning Department
11414 B Avenue

Autum, CA 95603

SUBIECT: Revised Notice of Preparation of a Draft Environmental Impaet Report for
Whisper Creck Subdivision

Dear M=, Lawrence:

Thenk you for the opportunity to review and comment on the Revised Notice of Preparation of a Draft
Environmentat impact Report for Whispetr Creek Subdivision, Placer County Water Agency (PCWAY
hag the following comments and clarifications discussed below:

1. The proposed project is located in the California American Water Company franchise area. Cal-
American contracts with PCWA for treated sutface water. The proposed project is not located within
a PCWA service zome. The parcels will require annexation into PCWA's Zone | service area in order
for Cal- Ametican Water Company 10 provide treated water service to the progecl

2. PCWA encourages the use of reclaimed water for irigation purpeses.
3. There seerns to be an inconsisteney of who the water provider will be for this project. Cal-Amencan
16 referenced on page 3-3 as the water services provider and Dry Creek Caommunity Facilities Districs

is referenced on page 4-14 as the provider,

Thank you for the opportunity to comment on this project. [f you have any questions please call me at (530)
$23-4286.

Sincercly,

Heather Treio
Environmental Spectalist

HT:jd

o ad'Febids, enr doc

Water Conservation Is A Moral Obligation
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March 8, 2005 /M S—_
Ms, Lori Lawrence 3 fja—)

Placer County Planning Department
11474 "B” Avenue
Auburm, CA 95603

Yia: Fax and Qegufar Mait Fax no, 530/8858-3003

Bage I of 3

Subject: Whisper Creck Subdivision Unit 1 —~ Revited Notice of Preparation
Comments

Dear M5, Lawrenge:

Thank you for the opportunity to review and cormment on the Whisper Creek Subdivislon Unk
1 Revised Notice of Preparation (NOP), The City previously provided comments an this
project in a letter dated July 23, 2004 {attached). Our previous comments remain applicable
urder the reviscd NOP. In addition, we supplement our earlier comments with the foliowing
provided by pur Envirenmental Utilltles Depariment;

1. Page 3-3, Sanitafy Sewer: the text states that sewcr service will be provided
“...through the Roseville Reglonal Sewer Faciilties District.” Please be advised that no
such district exists. The text shouid read: *. Placer County Special Districs with
treatment provided at the Dry Creck Wastewater Treatment PMant as prescribed in the
QOperations ggreement between the County and the City of Roseville.”

2. Sectian 4.12, page 4-14; the section on Utilities related to the sewer system must
contain an analysic of the units proposed as compared to the usits planned for in the
1956 Roseville Reglonal Wastewater Treatment Service Area Master Plan EIR (WWMP
TIR). In the WWMP EIR, this area was allogated a prescribed number of units. This
preseribed aumber of units meeds to be compared to the units in the proposed
project for conformance to the WWMMP EIR,

3. Initial Project Aapplication, Item 9, Sewer: this should b¢ changed te read: “Placer
County Special Distelets”. As noted in Comment 1 above, the Roseville Regipnal Sewer
Facifities Distriet does not exist.

Thank you for your considecation of our comments.  Shou'd Wu' have any guestions
concerning this legter, feel free to contact me at 774-53134,

Sincarely,

Mark Morke
Envirormmental Coordinator

Altachment: July 23, 2004 comment |etter

PIETIASIZA o ForQUA774.5105 o TODQI6774.5220 » www rsewil e, o0 us
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Cammunity Devalopment
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July 23, 2004

Ms. Lori Lawrence

Placer County Planning Department
11414 "B" Avenue

Auburn, CA 25603

Via: Fox and Regular Maif Fax NWp. 530/886-3003
FPage I of 1

Subject: Whisper Creek Subdivision Unit 1 - Notice of Preparation
Comments

Dear Ms. Lawrence:

Thank vou for the Gpportunity 10 review and comment on the whisper Creek
Subdivisforn Unit 1 Notice of Preparation (NCP). We understand the project w
include the rezone of 60.6 acres and approval of a Tentatlve Subdivision Map for
devalopment of a 104 lot single-family residential subdivision with ¢ight open
space lots and one recreation lot, including amendant features of streets and
utilities. :

Yraffic

The NOP/Initial Study (15) indicates the project may result in potentially slgnificant
transporiation impacts. The EIR's traffic analysis should analyze and identify any
potential traffic Impacts that may be generated by the project within the City of
Ruseville, The cumulative traffic amalysis should include development densities
approved as part of the WRSP and Sphere of influsnca Amendment project, as wall
as the proposed university projects and related development plans submitted to
Placer County, The traffic study should include separate modeling scenarios with
PFE Road open and closed at Cook-Riale Road.

Parks, Recreation and Libraries
The EIR's recreation analysis should include review of potential impacts to the City
of Roseville's park and recreation facilities and pregrams, and the City's lbraries.

Mitigation measures should Be recommended for any potential recreation and
library impact identified.

Public Services

The Public Services analysis shouid tnclude review of potential impacts to the City of
Rosevilla Police and Fire Departments. Mitigation measures <hould be
recommended for any potential public service impacts identified.

S16.774.5334 - Tx 9167745195 . TOD RIS TTASII0 = swrvavrsssvlls cous
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M, Lof Lawrence

Page 2 of 2

Whisper Cresk Subdivision Unit 1 - NOP Commentc

Wastewater
With regard to wastewater, the Fi

E nesds to address:

= The County's plan to incorparate the project area into a sewer district

* The impacts of wastewat

er generation compared to these analyzed in the

1996 Regional Wastewater Master Plan EIR and ensure the unit flow factors
used in the EIR analyzing the wastewater impacts uses the same unit flow

factars as those in the subject Master Plan;: and,

* Il wastewater generatipn
Master Plan, then address

is more than planned for in the 1996 Wastewater
the impacts and mitigation, Including any potential

need to expand treatment facilities beyond that contemplated in the existing

approved Wastewater Mas

Requeast for Future Notices

ter Plan.

In the future, to ensure comprehensive City review and timely response to raguests

for comment for this and other
on all CEQA notlee distributions:

projects, please inciude the following City contact

Mark Morse, Environmental Coordinator

Reseville Community Developme
311 vernon Street
Rosaville, CA 95678

Direct mailing of CEQA notices

nt Department

and requests for comment to other City staff and

departments is appreciated and facilitates City review. However it is important that

our Comniunity Development De

partment receive all comment requests to ensure a

consistent and coordinated TESDOnse.

Thank you for your considaration of our comments. Should yau have any Questions
concerning this letter, fee! free to contact me at ¥74-5334.

Sincerely,

Mol § Aa__

Mark Mofse
Environmental Coordinater



